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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

¢Ƙƛǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ wƘƻŘŜ LǎƭŀƴŘΩǎ нлм6 administration of the PARCC (Partnership for Assessment of Readiness for College and 
Careers) state assessment along with comparisons to our 2015 PARCC administration.  Statewide assessments have ōŜŜƴ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ wƘƻŘŜ LǎƭŀƴŘΩǎ 
fabric for many years. This year marks the second administration of the PARCC assessment, which measures student progress on challenging 
learning standards designed to prepare students for their future opportunities in the next grade, post-secondary education, or their careers.   

Rhode Island worked collaboratively with other states to design an assessment that measures student progress in reading, writing, and 
mathematics.  As a member of a multi-state consortium, we worked in partnership with other educators across the country to develop high-quality 
assessments to inform teaching and learning, identify struggling schools, guide professional development, and provide families and students with 
information on student strengths and challenges. 

The PARCC assessments summarize student performance through one of five performance levels.  They include: Exceeded Expectations, Met 
Expectations, Approached Expectations, Partially Met Expectations, or Did Not Yet Meet Expectations.  The knowledge and skills students need to 
demonstrate at each of the performance levels were based on the recommendations of educator panels representing each of the participating 
states in the Consortium.  Rhode Island teachers were strong participants on these panels.  All states in the Consortium have adopted these same 
performance standards. 

¢Ƙƛǎ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƻŦŦŜǊ wƘƻŘŜ LǎƭŀƴŘ a second year of data on our studentsΩ progress on state standards 
and challenging learning expectations.  This new information provides valuable insight into the 
benchmarks set last year and will help us monitor our continuing progress toward meeting our shared 
commitment to providing all students with an opportunity to leave our schools ready to pursue their 
goals and dreams.  

To be clear, academic readiness in these areas does not provide a complete picture about our students.  
School communities must develop ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΩ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎ knowledge and skills in reading and mathematics 
ōǳǘ ŀƭǎƻ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǊǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŎƛŜƴŎŜǎΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ŀ ŎƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇǎ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΩ ŀōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ǘƻ 
persist through challenging assignments, work collaboratively, innovate, and problem solve.  This is the 
work our school communities actively engage in every day to help Rhode Island students grow. 

Assessments serve only one purpose ς to give us the information necessary to continuouǎƭȅ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ǘŜŀŎƘƛƴƎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ remind us that 
there is still much work ahead of us. As we stated last yearΣ ǘƘƛǎ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŀƴ ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛǾŜ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǘŜŀŎƘŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎΣ 
nor do they signal everything that our students are capable of accomplishing academically.  Rhode Island and states across the country are working 

A Rhode Island graduate is one who 
is well-prepared for postsecondary 
education, work, and life.  He or she 

can think critically and 
collaboratively and can act as a 

creative, self-motivated, culturally 
competent learner and citizen.  

2020 Vision for Education: 
2ÈÏÄÅ )ÓÌÁÎÄȭÓ 3ÔÒÁÔÅÇÉÃ Plan 

http://www.ride.ri.gov/Portals/0/Uploads/Documents/Board-of-Education/Strategic-Plan/2020VisionForEducation.pdf
http://www.ride.ri.gov/Portals/0/Uploads/Documents/Board-of-Education/Strategic-Plan/2020VisionForEducation.pdf
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together to transition to advanced learning expectations.  These expectations align with the demands of a global economy and respond to the 
feedback received from businesses and colleges about what students need to know in reading, writing, and mathematics.  Today we offer a check 
ƻƴ wƘƻŘŜ LǎƭŀƴŘΩǎ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǘƻ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭƭ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ ƭŜŀǊƴΦ  ²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ǇǊƻǳŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǳƴŘŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǿƻǊk that has been 
accomplished and invite you to stay committed to our ongoing progress. 

Overall Achievement 

wŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǇǊƛƴƎ нлмс t!w// ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘǎ ǊŜǾŜŀƭŜŘ ǘƘŀǘΣ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭΣ wƘƻŘŜ LǎƭŀƴŘ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΩ ǎŎƻǊŜǎ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ rates increased. 
With large changes in student participation in some schools and districts it is important to review student performance data along with 
participation data.   

STATE-LEVEL RESULTS 

At the state level, approximately 38% of students across grades 3 through 10 met or exceeded expectations in English Language Arts/Literacy, 
representing a 2 percentage point increase in ELA compared to last year. Students improved in 5 grade levels and scores were unchanged in 3 
grade levels. In mathematics, statewide achievement improved by 5 percentage points since 2015, with 30% of all students meeting or exceeding 
the learning expectations for their grade level. Students improved on every mathematics assessment (grades 3 through 8, Algebra I, and 
Geometry).  

As a result of statewide conversations in all communities and increased engagement with families, the statewide participation rates in both PARCC 
subjects reached 96% (up from 88% in English Language Arts/Literacy and up from 90% in Mathematics). Both of these participation rates are 
above the U.S. Department of Education requirement of 95% or better participation in state assessments. 

SCHOOL TYPE RESULTS 

Comparing schools by level of urbanicity1 (urban, urban ring, and suburban) and type (charter and state school), results were as follows: PARCC 
English Language Arts/Literacy achievement levels rose this year for students enrolled in Urban (up 2 percentage points), Suburban (up 2 points), 
Charters (up 6 points), and State schools (up 11 points) compared to last year. For PARCC Mathematics, achievement levels rose for students 
enrolled in Urban (up 4 percentage points), Urban Ring (up 4 points), Suburban (up 6 points), and Charters (up 4 points) compared to last year. 

                                                 
1
 Urban Schools: Providence, Central Falls, Pawtucket, and Woonsocket;  Urban Ring Schools: East Providence, Cranston, West Warwick, Newport, Johnston, Warwick, and 

North Providence;  Suburban Schools:  All others except for Charter Schools and State Schools (Davies Tech, DCYF; MET School, and RI School for the Deaf). 
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STUDENT GROUP RESULTS 

PARCC achievement levels improved for nearly all student groups, in both English and mathematics. In English, the performance of English learners 
rose by 2 percentage points, low-income students rose by 2 points, black students rose by 2 points, and Hispanic students rose by 3 points. 
{ǘǳŘŜƴǘǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŘƛǎŀōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎΩ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǳƴŎƘŀƴƎŜŘΦ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǎǘŀǘŜǿƛŘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜŘ ōȅ 2 points, the achievement gap for Hispanic students 
narrowed by 1 point, the gap for students with disabilities widened by 2 points, and the other gaps were unchanged. 

In mathematics, the performance of students with disabilities improved by 1 percentage point, English learners improved by 2 points, low-income 
students improved by 4 points, black students improved by 3 points, and Hispanic students improved by 4 points. Because the statewide results 
improved by 5 points, the achievement gap for each of these students groups widened despite their overall improvement in achievement.  

DISTRICT RESULTS
2 

hŦ wƘƻŘŜ LǎƭŀƴŘΩǎ р7 districts
3
 that participated in PARCC English Language Arts/Literacy testing, 14 had statistically significant increases in the 

percentage of students meeting or exceeding expectations while only 1 had a statistically significant decrease. Four districts had 70% or more of 
students meet or exceed expectations while 19 districts had 50% or more students meet or exceed expectations and 34 districts exceeded the state 
average of 38% meeting or exceeding expectations in English Language Arts/Literacy.  

Compared to last yearΩǎ PARCC English Language Arts/Literacy participation rates, 33 districts significantly increased the percentage of students 
participating in testing this year and none had statistically significant decreases. Overall, 47 districts (about 82% of all districts) had 95% or better 
student participation in PARCC English Language Arts/Literacy this year compared to only 18 districts (about 32% of all districts) last year. 

Of the 57 districts that participated in PARCC Mathematics testing, 21 had statistically significant increases in the percentage of students meeting 
or exceeding expectations and none had a statistically significant decrease. Two districts had 70% or more of students meet or exceed expectations 
while 11 districts had 50% or more students meet or exceed expectations and 29 districts exceeded the state average for mathematics.  

Compared to last yearΩǎ PARCC Mathematics participation rates, 35 districts significantly increased the percentage of students participating in 
PARCC testing this year and none had statistically significant decreases. Overall, 47 districts (about 82% of all districts) had 95% or better student 
participation in PARCC Mathematics this year compared to only 20 districts (about 36% of all districts) last year. 

                                                 
2
 Depending on the extension of non-participation in PARCC testing this year and the pattern of results, etc., district results may need to be interpreted with caution.   

3
 Throughout this report thŜ ǘŜǊƳ άŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘέ ƛǎ ǳǎŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ ƛƴŎƭǳǎƛǾŜ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜǊ ƻŦ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎ, charter schools, and state-operated schools, all ƻŦ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ ά[ƻŎŀƭ 9ŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴ !ƎŜƴŎƛŜǎέ ƻǊ [9!ǎΦ 
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SCHOOL
4
 RESULTS

5
 

hŦ wƘƻŘŜ LǎƭŀƴŘΩǎ ну8 schools that participated in PARCC English Language Arts/Literacy testing, 37 had statistically significant increases in the 
percent of students meeting or exceeding expectations while 13 had statistically significant decreases. Twenty-two schools had 70% or more 
students meet or exceed expectations (of those, 2 schools had 80% or more); 88 schools had 50% or more students meet or exceed expectations; 
and 155 met or exceeded the state average on the PARCC English Language Arts/Literacy assessment.   

In terms of PARCC English Language Arts/Literacy participation rates compared to last year, 120 schools (about 42% of all schools) significantly 
increased the percentage of students participating this year while only 2 had statistically significant decreases. Overall, 247 schools (about 86% of 
all schools) had 95% or better student participation this year in PARCC English Language Arts/Literacy testing compared to only 135 schools (about 
47% of all schools) last year. 

hŦ wƘƻŘŜ LǎƭŀƴŘΩǎ 288 schools that participated in PARCC Mathematics testing, 57 had statistically significant increases in the percent of students 
meeting or exceeding expectations while only 1 had a statistically significant decrease. Eleven schools had 70% or more students meet or exceed 
expectations (of those, two schools had 80% or more); 69 schools had 50% or more students meet or exceed expectations; and 146 schools met or 
exceeded the state average in mathematics.   

In terms of PARCC Mathematics participation rates compared to last year, 108 schools (about 38% of all schools) significantly increased the 
percentage of students participating this year while only 3 had statistically significant decreases. Overall, 246 schools (about 85% of all schools) had 
95% or better student participation this year in PARCC Mathematics testing compared to only 158 schools (about 55% of all schools) last year.  

                                                 
4
 See Appendix C for information on how schools were counted. 

5
 Depending on the extension of non-participation in PARCC testing this year and the pattern of results, etc., school results may need to be interpreted with caution.   
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INTRODUCTION 
 

The Common Core State Standards (CCSS) in English Language Arts/Literacy and Mathematics were adopted by the Rhode Island Board of Regents 
in July 2010.  These learning standards provide a roadmap of what knowledge and skills students need to learn at each grade level.  The adoption of 
these standards marked the beginning of a statewide curriculum and instruction transition 
across our schools and districts.  During that same period, Rhode Island decided to be part 
of a multi-state consortium called the Partnership for the Assessment of Readiness for 
College and Careers (PARCC)6 to build assessments that measure the CCSS.  The assessments 
designed under this partnership form the foundation of Rhode IslandΩǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ 
program that is both state and federally required. 
 

State assessments in English Language Arts/Literacy and Mathematics provide information that helps us understand how Rhode Island students are 
progressing on agreed-upon learning standards as expressed by the Common Core State Standards (CCSS).  The results are one indicator among 
many that give us information about the health and vibrancy of our schools and their progress toward ensuring that all students are learning 
important skills and knowledge that will prepare them to be productive citizens, successful post-secondary learners, and employees in fulfilling 
personal careers. 
 

¢Ƙƛǎ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ ǘŜǎǘƛƴƎ ƳŀǊƪs the second administration of the PARCC assessments and sheds light on our progress toward ƻǳǊ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ learning 
standards.  The information does not define a district, school, or, most importantly, a student. Rather, the information offers an objective check on 
student learning and should be considered within a set of other information that is known about his or her academic progress.  PARCC assessments 
provide important information to families and to educators about student achievement and student progress in relation to their peers. Teachers 
and family members7 will use these results to identify student strengths and learning needs and to improve instruction. Schools and districts will 
ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ǘƘƛǎ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ Řŀǘŀ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƪ ǘƘŀǘ has been done to align curriculum and instructional practices to the CCSS.  Decisions about curriculum 
adjustments, professional development, and learning opportunities will be informed, in part, by these data. 
 

With student scores and participation rates on the rise, the spring 2016 PARCC results show we are on the right path toward preparing students for 
success in school and in their careers. Test results are only one measure of student achievement, but if we stay focused and continue working 
together, hold high standards and expectations for all students, provide challenging coursework opportunities in every school, and re-imagine 
schooling for the 21st century, we will meet our goal of preparing all graduates for success in postsecondary education and in challenging careers. 

 

 

                                                 
6
 More information on PARCC assessments is available online at www.ride.ri.gov/PARCC and at http://www.parcconline.org/  

7
 More information on PARCC score reports for students is available online at www.UnderstandTheScore.org  

While not easy, the transition marks a 
necessary reset that will give families a genuine 

measure of student development. 

http://www.ride.ri.gov/PARCC
http://www.parcconline.org/
http://www.understandthescore.org/
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PARCC STATEWIDE RESULTS 
 

In the 2015-16 school year, 81,949 students in English Language Arts/Literacy and 80,599 students in Mathematics participated in the second 
administration of the PARCC assessments. Statewide, approximately 38% of students across grades 3 through 10 met or exceeded expectations in 
English Language Arts/Literacy, representing a 2 percentage point increase in ELA compared to last year. Students improved in 5 grade levels and 
scores remained unchanged in 3 grade levels. In mathematics, statewide achievement improved by 5 percentage points since 2015, with 30% of all 
students meeting or exceeding the learning expectations for their grade level. Students improved on every mathematics assessment (grades 3 
through 8, Algebra I, and Geometry).  

As a result of tremendous efforts by schools across the state, approximately 81% of students took the assessment on computer platforms.  The 
ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ ŀƴŘ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŀ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƻǳǊ ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎΩ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ ǘƻ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ƛƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻnal practices for students in 
classrooms.  Further, the use of technology responds to the demands of post-secondary institutions and businesses that students are confident 
users of technology.  While most schools and students successfully completed the assessments on computers, about 20% are still transitioning to 
meet the expectation that all schools will administer the computer-based PARCC assessments in the 2016-17 school year and beyond. 

As a result of statewide conversations in all communities and increasing engagement with families, the statewide PARCC participation rates in both 
English Language Arts/Literacy and Mathematics reached 96%. This marks a notable increase in PARCC English Language Arts/literacy and 
Mathematics participation rates compared to last year, which were 88% and 90%, respectively. At the state level, both ǘŜǎǘǎΩ participation rates are 
now above the federal requirements to have at least 95% of students engaged in state testing.  

Overview of how results are presented in this report 

The 2015 results vs. 2016 results ƛƴ 9[!κ[ƛǘŜǊŀŎȅ ŀƴŘ aŀǘƘŜƳŀǘƛŎǎ ŀǊŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘŀōƭŜǎ ōŜƭƻǿ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ōȅ 
grade level.  PARCC defines student performance across these five scoring levels:   

Level 1:  Did not yet meet expectations 

Level 2:  Partially met expectations 

Level 3:  Approached expectations 

Level 4:  Met expectations 

Level 5:  Exceeded expectations 

Note:  Levels 4 and 5 suggest that students are on track for their grade level. Throughout this report, these two levels are combined to reflect the 
overall percentage of students who are meeting or exceeding expectations for each test.      
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STATE-LEVEL ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY RESULTS 

Table 1.   PARCC Statewide ELA/Literacy Results by Grade and Performance Level.  

Grade 
2015 

# 
Enrolled 

2015 
% 

Tested 

2015 
%   
L1 

2015 
%      
L2 

2015 
%        
L3 

2015 
%  
L4 

2015 
%  
L5 

2015 
% 

 L4 + L5 
SE 

2016 
# 

Enrolled 

2016 
% 

Tested 

2016 
%   
L1 

2016 
%      
L2 

2016 
%        
L3 

2016 
%  
L4 

2016 
%  
L5 

2016 
% 

 L4 + L5 
SE 

Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% L4+L5 
 

Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% Tested 

STATE 85,875 88 18.2 19.9 26.1 30.2 5.7 35.8 0.2 85,282 96 17.5 18.8 25.7 31.8 6.2 37.9 0.2 +2  +8 

3 10,814 95 19.7 19.9 22.9 33.9 3.5 37.4 0.5 10,846 98 18.1 18.1 24.1 36.1 3.5 39.6 0.5 +2  +3 

4 10,709 95 13.0 19.5 29.9 31.5 6.1 37.6 0.5 10,725 98 12.8 17.5 28.9 34.5 6.2 40.8 0.5 +3  +3 

5 10,947 94 12.3 20.9 29.1 35.4 2.2 37.6 0.5 10,594 98 10.6 19.3 28.6 38.8 2.6 41.5 0.5 +4  +4 

6 10,771 91 13.7 21.1 30.5 30.7 4.1 34.8 0.5 10,794 97 12.2 20.4 30.6 32.4 4.4 36.8 0.5 +2  +5 

7 10,843 90 16.8 18.3 26.6 28.7 9.6 38.3 0.5 10,652 96 15.9 19.7 26.0 28.2 10.2 38.4 0.5 0  +6 

8 10,833 88 19.1 20.0 25.8 29.4 5.7 35.1 0.5 10,769 96 17.1 18.2 23.9 33.4 7.4 40.8 0.5 +6  +8 

9 10,852 79 23.5 20.9 22.8 26.1 6.6 32.8 0.5 10,893 94 22.1 20.6 24.0 26.6 6.6 33.2 0.5 0  +15 

10 10,106 74 31.5 17.7 19.3 22.5 8.9 31.4 0.5 10,005 92 33.5 16.6 18.5 22.6 8.9 31.4 0.5 0  +18 

NOTE: Due to rounding, the five performance levels for each grade may not add up to 100%.  

Key (see Appendix A for performance level descriptors) 
L1 = Level 1: Did not yet meet expectations 
L2 = Level 2: Partially met expectations 
L3 = Level 3: Approached expectations 
L4 = Level 4: Met expectations 
L5 = Level 5: Exceeded expectations 

SE = Standard error (see Appendix D) 
     = Statistically significant decrease in percent of students Level 4 or above  
     = Statistically significant increase in percent of students Level 4 or above 
Σ    = No statistically significant difference between comparison years 
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Figure 1.  2015 vs. 2016 PARCC Statewide ELA/Literacy Results:  Percent of Students in Each Performance-Level by Elementary Grades 3-5.8 

 
 

Figure 2.  2015 vs. 2016 PARCC Statewide ELA/Literacy Results:  Percent of Students in Each Performance-Level by Middle School Grades 6-8. 

 
 

Figure 3.  2015 vs. 2016 PARCC Statewide ELA/Literacy Results:  Percent of Students in Each Performance-Level by High School Grades 9-10. 

 

                                                 
8 Due to rounding, the five performance levels for each grade may not add up to 100%. 
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PARCC ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY SCALE SCORES 

PARCC results are reported in a number of ways so that districts, schools, teachers, and parents can see how students performed on each 
assessment.  In addition to capturing the percentage of students at each performance level, performance is described as a scale score. The PARCC 
assessments have scale scores that range from 650 to 850 for overall performance in Mathematics and English Language Arts/Literacy.  Scale scores 
are useful to capture changes in performance over time.  The table below represents the average scale scores in English Language Arts 
(ELA)/Literacy for students in our state. A score of 750 or higher indicates that students met or exceeded expectations of what students are 
expected to learn at each grade and in both content areas.  See Appendix A for the scale score thresholds for each performance level. 

Table 2.   PARCC Statewide ELA/Literacy Scale Scores.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

While most students at all grade levels ǎǘƛƭƭ άApproached Expectationsέ in English Language Arts/Literacy, it is worth noting that we are seeing 
growth within this performance level as students progress toward the 750 cut score for meeting grade-level expectations 
 
Figure 4.  2015 vs. 2016 PARCC Statewide ELA/Literacy Results:  Percent of Students who Met or Exceeded Expectations. 
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 2015 
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2016: 
ELA/Literacy Scale Score  

(Range: 650-850))  

2016 
State Performance Level 

ELA/Literacy  
Scale Score Difference:  

2015 to 2016 

3 736 Approached Expectations 738 Approached Expectations +2 

4 739 Approached Expectations 740 Approached Expectations +1 

5 738 Approached Expectations 741 Approached Expectations +3 

6 736 Approached Expectations 738 Approached Expectations +2 

7 737 Approached Expectations 738 Approached Expectations +1 

8 734 Approached Expectations 739 Approached Expectations +5 

9 731 Approached Expectations 732 Approached Expectations +1 

10 727 Approached Expectations 726 Approached Expectations -1 
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STATE-LEVEL MATHEMATICS RESULTS 

Table 3.   PARCC Statewide Mathematics Results by Grade/Course and Performance Level.  

Grade/ 
Course 

2015 
# 

Registered 

2015 
% 

Tested 

2015 
%   
L1 

2015 
%      
L2 

2015 
%        
L3 

2015 
%  
L4 

2015 
%  
L5 

2015 
% 

 L4 + L5 
SE 

2016 
# 

Registered 

2016 
% 

Tested 

2016 
%   
L1 

2016 
%      
L2 

2016 
%        
L3 

2016 
%  
L4 

2016 
%  
L5 

2016 
% 

 L4 + L5 
SE 

Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% L4+L5 

 
Difference: 

2015 to 2016 
% Tested 

STATE 84,249 90 17.0 29.1 29.1 22.8 2.0 24.8 0.2 83,738 96 16.3 26.1 28.0 26.6 3.0 29.6 0.2 +5 
 

+7 

3 10,839 96 14.1 21.6 28.0 31.2 5.2 36.3 0.5 10,952 98 12.5 17.8 26.0 35.6 8.1 43.7 0.5 +7 
 

+3 

4 10,733 96 13.7 28.5 31.0 25.4 1.5 26.8 0.4 10,844 98 12.9 24.9 27.2 32.8 2.2 35.0 0.5 +8 
 

+2 

5 10,973 95 15.3 27.2 30.8 24.2 2.4 26.7 0.4 10,715 98 12.8 24.5 28.9 29.7 4.1 33.8 0.5 +7 
 

+3 

6 10,775 93 15.7 27.8 30.6 24.1 1.8 25.9 0.4 10,899 97 15.4 25.2 30.4 26.5 2.5 29.0 0.4 +3 
 

+4 

7 10,855 91 12.0 28.4 34.2 23.4 2.0 25.4 0.4 10,733 95 13.7 25.9 32.7 24.9 2.7 27.6 0.4 +2 
 

+4 

8 8,215 87 32.7 30.7 24.8 11.8 0.1 11.9 0.4 8,136 95 31.9 27.7 24.7 15.4 0.4 15.7 0.4 +4 
 

+8 

Algebra I 11,445 83 19.3 30.4 24.8 24.3 1.2 25.5 0.4 11,649 95 19.6 28.3 24.0 26.5 1.6 28.1 0.4 +3 
 

+12 

Geometry 10,361 76 18.4 41.5 26.4 12.7 1.0 13.7 0.4 9,797 93 15.2 36.7 29.6 17.0 1.5 18.5 0.4 +5 
 

+17 

NOTES:  1) Due to rounding, the five performance levels for each grade/course may not add up to 100%. 2) άІ wŜƎƛǎǘŜǊŜŘέ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ ǘƘŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎ ǊŜƎƛǎǘŜǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǘŀƪŜ ŜŀŎƘ ǘŜǎǘ ōȅ ƎǊŀŘŜ ƻǊ ŎƻǳǊǎŜΦ 

Key (see Appendix A for performance level descriptors) 
L1 = Level 1: Did not yet meet expectations 
L2 = Level 2: Partially met expectations 
L3 = Level 3: Approached expectations 
L4 = Level 4: Met expectations 
L5 = Level 5: Exceeded expectations 
SE = Standard error (see Appendix D) 
     = Statistically significant decrease in percent of students Level 4 or above 
     = Statistically significant increase in percent of students Level 4 or above 
     = No statistically significant difference between comparison years 
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Figure 5.  2015 vs. 2016 PARCC Statewide Mathematics Results:  Percent of Students in Each Performance-Level by Elementary Grades 3-5. 

 
NOTE: Due to rounding, the five performance levels for each grade may not add up to 100%. 

 
Figure 6.  2015 vs. 2016 PARCC Statewide Mathematics Results:  Percent of Students in Each Performance-Level by Middle School Grades 6-8. 

 
NOTE: Due to rounding, the five performance levels for each grade may not add up to 100%. 
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PARCC MATHEMATICS SCALE SCORES  

The table below represents the overall scale scores in mathematics for students in our state. A score of 
750 or higher indicates that students met or exceeded expectations of what students are expected to 
learn at each grade or content area. See Appendix A for the scale score thresholds for each performance 
level. As indicated in Table 4, most students Approached Expectations in mathematics, with the 
exception of Grade 8, where students Partially Met Expectations. It bears noting that most Grade 3 
students in Rhode Island are now only eight scale score points away from Meeting Expectations in 
mathematics and that the state performance level on the Geometry assessment this year improved to 
Approached Expectations όŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ƭŀǎǘ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ Partially Met Expectations). Lastly, it also bears noting 
that the Grade 8 math data this year once again underestimates the overall mathematics performance 
of our eighth-graders since 25% of them took the Algebra I test instead. 

Table 4.   PARCC Statewide Mathematics Scale Scores.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 7.  2015 vs. 2016 PARCC Statewide Mathematics Results:  Percent of Students who Met or Exceeded Expectations. 

 
NOTE 1:  Grade 8 percentages only include students who took the Grade 8 Math Assessment and State Average percentages only include Level 4 and Level 5 averages for all grade-specific math assessments combined. 
NOTE 2: This graph includes all students (irrespective of grade) who were enrolled in Algebra I and/or Geometry and took either (or both) assessments.  
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2015  

Math Scale Score  
(Range: 650-850))  

 2015  
State Performance Level 

2016  

Math Scale Score  
(Range: 650-850))  

2016  
State Performance Level 

Math Scale Score  
Difference: 2015 to 2016 

3 737 Approached Expectations 742 Approached Expectations +5 

4 731 Approached Expectations 736 Approached Expectations +4 

5 731 Approached Expectations 735 Approached Expectations +5 

6 729 Approached Expectations 731 Approached Expectations +2 

7 731 Approached Expectations 732 Approached Expectations +1 

8 714 Partially Met Expectations 716 Partially Met Expectations +2 

Algebra I 727 Approached Expectations 729 Approached Expectations +2 

Geometry 721 Partially Met Expectations 725 Approached Expectations +4 

The 2016 PARCC Grade 8 Mathematics 
results reflect only the performance of 

the roughly 75% of all 8th grade 
students who took this test. The 

balance of students in 8th grade took 
the PARCC Algebra I or Geometry 

assessment instead. 



2016 Rhode Island PARCC Results        P a g e | 14 
 

Course sequencing is especially important in mathematics. Mathematical understanding develops cumulatively, requiring that students master 
certain concepts and skills in order to successfully engage in learning the next level of concepts and skills. Beginning in middle school some students 
begin to enroll in accelerated mathematics courses.  During the 2015-2016 school year, very small numbers of 6th and 7th grade students took 
Algebra I and small numbers of 7th and 8th grade students took Geometry.  Roughly 25% of students in 8th grade took Algebra I instead of the PARCC 
Grade 8 Mathematics tests and about 22% of 9th grade students took Geometry (which is typically taken by 10th graders).  As indicated in Tables 5 
and 6 below, these students met or exceeded expectations on the PARCC Algebra I and Geometry assessments at significantly higher rates than 
those students who took these assessments in higher grades. Students in lower grades also generally demonstrated larger increases in the percent 
of students who met or exceeded expectations than the higher grades.   

Table 5.  PARCC Statewide Algebra I Results by Grade and Performance Level.  

Grade 
2015 

# 
Participated 

in Alg. I 

2015 
% of 

Grade 
Tested  

2015 
%   
L1 

2015 
%      
L2 

2015 
%        
L3 

2015 
%  
L4 

2015 
%  
L5 

2015 
% 

 L4 + L5 
SE 

2016 
# 

Participated 
in Alg. I 

2016 
% of 

Grade 
Tested  

2016 
%   
L1 

2016 
%      
L2 

2016 
%        
L3 

2016 
%  
L4 

2016 
%  
L5 

2016 
% 

 L4 + L5 
SE 

Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% L4+L5 

 Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% Grade 
Tested 

STATE 9,465 n/a 19.3 30.4 24.8 24.3 1.2 25.5 0.4 11,009 n/a 19.6 28.3 24.0 26.5 1.6 28.1 0.4 3  n/a 

8 2,482 23% 2.0 7.8 25.8 60.8 3.5 64.4 1.0 2,658 25% 2.1 8.8 20.4 63.1 5.5 68.6 0.9 4  +2 

9 6,226 57% 24.4 38.4 25.5 11.5 0.2 11.8 0.4 7,478 69% 24.1 33.8 26.2 15.6 0.3 15.9 0.4 4  +12 

10 584 6% 33.7 39.6 18.3 7.5 0.9 8.4 1.1 696 7% 34.9 41.1 16.2 7.5 0.3 7.8 1.0 -1  +1 

11 152 2% 40.8 38.8 13.2 7.2 0.0 7.2 2.1 148 2% 37.2 43.9 13.5 4.7 0.7 5.4 1.9 -2  0 

NOTE: Due to rounding, the five performance levels for each grade may not add up to 100%.  
Key (see Appendix A for performance level descriptors) 
L1 = Level 1: Did not yet meet expectations, L2 = Level 2: Partially met expectations, L3 = Level 3: Approached expectations, L4 = Level 4: Met expectations, L5 = Level 5: Exceeded expectations, SE = Standard error (see Appendix D) 
     = Statistically significant decrease in percent of students Level 4 or above;       = Statistically significant increase in percent of students Level 4 or above;        = No statistically significant difference between comparison years 
 

Figure 8.  2015 vs. 2016 PARCC Statewide Algebra I Results: Percent of Students in Each Performance Level by Grade.  

 
NOTES:  1) Due to rounding, the five performance levels for each grade may not add up to 100%.  2) State Average percentages include all students enrolled in Algebra I who took the PARCC Algebra I Assessment.  
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Table 6.  PARCC Statewide Geometry Results by Grade and Performance Level. 

Grade 
2015 

# 
Participated 

in Geom. 

2015 
% of 

Grade 
Tested 

2015 
%   
L1 

2015 
%      
L2 

2015 
%        
L3 

2015 
%  
L4 

2015 
%  
L5 

2015 
% 

 L4 + L5 
SE 

2016 
# 

Participated 
in Geom. 

2016 
% of 

Grade 
Tested 

2016 
%   
L1 

2016 
%      
L2 

2016 
%        
L3 

2016 
%  
L4 

2016 
%  
L5 

2016 
% 

 L4 + L5 
SE 

Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% L4+L5 

 
Difference: 

2015 to 2016 
% Tested 

STATE 7,883 n/a  18.4 41.5 26.4 12.7 1.0 13.7 0.4 9,133 n/a  15.2 36.7 29.6 17.0 1.5 18.6 0.4 5  n/a 

8 17 <1% 0.0 0.0 0.0 58.8 41.2 100.0 0.0 56 1% 0.0 0.0 5.4 58.9 35.7 94.6 3.0 -5  +1 

9 1,927 24% 6.6 18.1 37.3 35.1 2.9 37.9 1.1 2,348 22% 4.9 15.4 35.6 39.9 4.1 44.0 1.0 6  +2 

10 5,181 66% 20.6 48.4 24.6 6.1 0.3 6.4 0.3 6,089 61% 17.0 44.0 29.2 9.4 0.3 9.8 0.4 3  +1 

11 756 10% 33.5 54.6 11.4 0.5 0.0 0.5 0.3 638 6% 36.2 49.2 12.9 1.6 0.2 1.7 0.5 1  -7 

NOTE: Due to rounding, the five performance levels for each grade may not add up to 100%.  
Key (see Appendix A for performance level descriptors) 
L1 = Level 1: Did not yet meet expectations, L2 = Level 2: Partially met expectations, L3 = Level 3: Approached expectations, L4 = Level 4: Met expectations, L5 = Level 5: Exceeded expectations, SE = Standard error (see Appendix D) 
     = Statistically significant decrease in percent of students Level 4 or above  
     = Statistically significant increase in percent of students Level 4 or above 
Σ    = No statistically significant difference between comparison years 

Figure 9.  2015 vs. 2016 PARCC Statewide Geometry Results: Percent of Students in Each Performance Level by Grade. 

  
NOTES:  1) Due to rounding, performance levels for each grade may not add up to 100%.  2) State Average percentages include all students enrolled in a Geometry course who took the PARCC Geometry Assessment.  
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STATE SECTOR AND SCHOOL TYPE RESULTS 

The table below presents overall performance based on State sector (Urban, Urban Ring, and Suburban) or school type (Charter or State School).  

Table 7. English Language Arts/Literacy (ELA/L) State Sector and School Type Performance by Performance Level. 

Region/School Type 

2015 ELA/L 2016 ELA/L Difference: 
2015 to 2016  
% Meeting or 

Exceeding 
Expectations 

#  
Enrolled 

#  
Tested 

%  
Tested 

% Meeting or 
Exceeding 

Expectations 
SE 

#  
Enrolled 

#  
Tested 

%  
Tested 

% Meeting or 
Exceeding 

Expectations 
SE 

State Average 86,095 75,869 88 36 0.2 85,282 81,949 96 38 0.2 2 

Urban 24,997 21,924 88 18 0.3 24,342 23,296 96 20 0.3 2 

Urban Ring 22,408 20,020 89 37 0.3 22,475 21,462 95 37 0.3 0 

Suburban 34,595 30,108 87 49 0.3 34,010 32,824 97 51 0.3 2 

Charters 3,047 2,885 95 35 0.9 3,377 3,330 99 41 0.9 6 

State Schools 1,048 932 89 11 1.0 1,078 1,037 96 21 1.3 11 
Key 
SE = Standard error (see Appendix D) 
     = Statistically significant decrease in percent of students Level 4 or above  
     = Statistically significant increase in percent of students Level 4 or above 
Σ    = No statistically significant difference between comparison years 
 

Table 8. Mathematics State Sector and School Type Performance by Performance Level. 

Region/School Type 

2015 Math 2016 Math Difference: 
2015 to 2016  
% Meeting or 

Exceeding 
Expectations 

#  
Enrolled 

#  
Tested 

%  
Tested 

% Meeting or 
Exceeding 

Expectations 
SE 

#  
Enrolled 

#  
Tested 

%  
Tested 

% Meeting or 
Exceeding 

Expectations 
SE 

State Average 84,927 75,465 89 25 0.2 83,738 80,599 96 30 0.2 5 

Urban 25,167 22,950 91 11 0.2 25,165 24,133 96 15 0.2 4 

Urban Ring 22,240 19,801 89 22 0.3 21,999 21,083 96 26 0.3 4 

Suburban 33,522 29,046 87 38 0.3 32,281 31,152 97 44 0.3 6 

Charters 2,953 2,737 93 25 0.8 3,255 3,223 99 29 0.8 4 

State Schools 1,045 931 89 4 0.7 1,038 1,008 97 5 0.7 1 
Key 
SE = Standard error (see Appendix D) 
     = Statistically significant decrease in percent of students Level 4 or above  
     = Statistically significant increase in percent of students Level 4 or above 
Σ    = No statistically significant difference between comparison years 

NOTE:   Urban Schools: Providence, Central Falls, Pawtucket, and Woonsocket;  Urban Ring Schools: East Providence, Cranston, West Warwick, 
Newport, Johnston, Warwick, and North Providence; Suburban Schools:  All others except for Charter Schools and State Schools (Davies Tech, 
DCYF; MET School, and RI School for the Deaf).  
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STUDENT GROUP RESULTS 

The table below presents the overall performance among various groups of Rhode Island students.  The profile by 
student groups is important because we are as concerned about the differences in achievement based on gender, 
ethnicity, student support services, or income levels as we are about the state as a whole.  These differences in 
performance among groups are often referred to as opportunity gaps.   In Rhode Island, as is the case nationwide, 
the differences are still too large.  The challenge ahead of us is to ensure that all students have the opportunity to 
learn challenging content in safe and supportive schools led by great teachers and administrators.  

Table 9. English Language Arts/Literacy (ELA/L) Statewide Student Group Performance by Performance Level. 

Student  
Group 

2015 ELA/L 2016 ELA/L Difference: 
2015 to 2016  

% L4+L5 % L1 % L2 % L3 % L4 % L5 
% 

L4+L5 
SE % L1 % L2 % L3 % L4 % L5 

% 
L4+L5 

SE 

State Average 18.2 19.9 26.1 30.2 5.7 35.8 0.2 17.5 18.8 25.7 31.8 6.2 37.9 0.2 2 
Male 23.0 21.9 25.6 25.9 3.6 29.5 0.2 22.4 20.8 25.8 27.1 3.9 30.9 0.2 1 
Female 13.0 17.6 26.7 34.7 8.0 42.7 0.3 12.3 16.7 25.6 36.7 8.6 45.4 0.3 3 
Students with Disabilities 51.6 27.7 14.7 5.6 0.4 6.0 0.2 51.5 28.0 14.9 5.2 0.4 5.7 0.2 0 
Students without Disabilities 12.5 18.5 28.1 34.3 6.6 40.9 0.2 12.3 17.4 27.4 35.9 7.1 42.9 0.2 2 
English Language Learners (ELL) 51.0 26.5 15.2 6.8 0.5 7.3 0.4 47.6 26.7 16.9 8.4 0.4 8.8 0.4 2 
ELL Monitored 17.0 31.5 31.7 18.8 0.9 19.7 0.9 14.2 26.5 34.4 23.2 1.7 24.9 0.9 5 
Non-ELL 15.7 19.4 26.9 31.9 6.1 38.0 0.2 15.3 18.2 26.4 33.5 6.6 40.1 0.2 2 
Low Income 27.5 25.8 26.2 18.8 1.7 20.5 0.2 25.9 24.8 26.5 20.8 2.0 22.8 0.2 2 
Non-Low Income 9.8 14.5 26.1 40.3 9.3 49.6 0.3 9.5 13.2 25.0 42.2 10.1 52.3 0.2 3 
American Indian 32.9 25.7 21.6 17.6 2.2 19.8 1.8 29.4 25.8 23.0 19.4 2.3 21.7 1.8 2 
Asian 11.9 16.9 26.3 35.1 9.8 44.9 1.0 10.5 15.4 25.5 38.1 10.5 48.6 1.0 4 
Black or African American 28.6 25.8 26.0 17.7 1.9 19.6 0.5 27.4 25.3 25.5 19.8 2.0 21.8 0.5 2 
Hispanic or Latino 30.4 25.6 24.7 17.5 1.7 19.2 0.3 27.7 25.0 25.4 20.0 1.9 21.9 0.3 3 
White 11.9 16.7 26.7 36.9 7.7 44.6 0.2 12.1 15.4 25.8 38.3 8.4 46.7 0.2 2 
Pacific Islander 27.8 21.1 27.8 21.1 2.2 23.3 4.5 23.3 21.8 21.4 27.7 5.8 33.5 3.3 10 
Two or More Races 20.8 22.0 25.9 26.8 4.5 31.3 0.9 20.6 21.2 26.5 26.6 5.2 31.8 0.8 0 
NOTE: Due to rounding, the five performance levels for each grade may not add up to 100%.  
Key (see Appendix A for performance level descriptors) 
L1 = Level 1: Did not yet meet expectations, L2 = Level 2: Partially met expectations, L3 = Level 3: Approached expectations, L4 = Level 4: Met expectations, L5 = Level 5: Exceeded expectations, SE = Standard error (see Appendix D) 
     = Statistically significant decrease in percent of students Level 4 or above  
     = Statistically significant increase in percent of students Level 4 or above 
Σ    = No statistically significant difference between comparison years 

Our intense focus on 
achievement gaps needs to 

be combined with an 
equally intense focus on 

opportunity gaps. 

National Education Policy Center 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/answer-sheet/wp/2013/04/26/the-real-problem-in-education-the-opportunity-gap/
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Table 10. English Language Arts/Literacy (ELA/L) Statewide Student Group Opportunity Gaps9 by Grade Level  

Grade 

STUDENTS W/  DISABILITIES :   
STUDENTS W/ O DISABILITIES 

ELL :  NON-ELL 
LOW-INCOME

10
 :   

NON-LOW INCOME 

2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016 
STATE Average 35 37 31 31 29 29 

3rd 31 35 30 28 32 31 

4th 37 41 31 29 32 32 

5th 39 42 30 34 30 30 

6th 37 37 31 33 31 29 

7th 37 40 35 38 31 34 

8th 35 41 32 38 29 34 

9th 32 33 29 31 24 25 

10th 30 29 31 32 24 22 

 
Figure 10.  2015 vs. 2016 PARCC Statewide Opportunity Gaps in English Language Arts/Literacy 

    
                                                 

9 An achievement gap is a difference in what distinct groups of students know and can do in important subjects such as reading or math. One way we find achievement gaps is by comparing test scores for groups of 
students. One way we describe gaps is by subtracting the average of a lower scoring group from the average of a higher scoring group. 
10 Eligibility for free or reduced price meal benefits through the National School Lunch Program is the most commonly used indicator of low income/economic disadvantage. 
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Table 11. Mathematics Statewide Student Group Performance by Performance Level. 

Student  
Group 

2015 Mathematics 2016 Mathematics Difference: 
2015 to 2016  

% L4+L5 % L1 % L2 % L3 % L4 % L5 
% 

L4+L5 
SE % L1 % L2 % L3 % L4 % L5 

% 
L4+L5 

SE 

State Average 17.0 29.1 29.1 22.8 2.0 24.8 0.2 16.3 26.1 28.0 26.6 3.0 29.6 0.2 5 

Male 19.6 29.0 27.7 21.7 2.0 23.7 0.2 18.7 26.2 26.4 25.6 3.1 28.7 0.2 5 

Female 14.3 29.1 30.6 24.0 2.0 26.0 0.2 13.7 26.0 29.7 27.7 2.9 30.6 0.2 5 

Students with Disabilities 46.4 36.7 12.7 3.9 0.3 4.2 0.2 46.2 36.2 12.6 4.7 0.3 5.0 0.2 1 

Students without Disabilities 12.0 27.8 31.9 26.1 2.3 28.4 0.2 11.7 24.6 30.3 30.0 3.4 33.4 0.2 5 

English Language Learner (ELL) 40.9 37.8 15.2 5.6 0.4 6.0 0.3 39.9 34.5 17.4 7.5 0.7 8.2 0.3 2 

ELL Monitored 16.6 40.9 29.1 12.4 1.0 13.4 0.8 14.7 34.0 30.8 18.5 2.0 20.5 0.9 7 

Non-ELL 14.8 28.2 30.4 24.4 2.2 26.6 0.2 14.1 25.4 29.0 28.4 3.2 31.6 0.2 5 

Low Income 25.4 36.6 26.0 11.5 0.4 12.0 0.2 24.2 33.2 26.4 15.4 0.9 16.2 0.2 4 

Non-Low Income 9.1 22.0 32.0 33.5 3.5 37.0 0.2 8.3 19.1 29.6 37.9 5.2 43.1 0.2 6 

American Indian 29.4 38.3 22.1 10.1 0.2 10.3 1.3 30.7 35.9 20.7 12.0 0.8 12.7 1.5 2 

Asian 10.7 24.7 28.3 30.6 5.6 36.2 1.0 8.6 21.3 27.3 35.5 7.4 42.9 1.0 7 

Black or African American 27.5 37.4 24.6 10.1 0.4 10.6 0.4 27.2 34.7 24.3 12.8 0.9 13.8 0.4 3 

Hispanic or Latino 28.0 37.0 24.3 10.3 0.4 10.7 0.2 26.1 33.8 25.1 14.1 0.9 14.9 0.2 4 

White 10.9 24.5 31.9 29.9 2.8 32.7 0.2 10.4 21.5 30.0 34.1 4.1 38.1 0.2 5 

Pacific Islander 27.1 35.4 22.9 14.6 0.0 14.6 3.6 14.8 32.5 29.2 21.1 2.4 23.4 2.9 9 

Two or More Races 20.0 30.9 27.9 19.2 2.0 21.2 0.8 20.2 28.2 25.9 23.0 2.7 25.7 0.8 4 

NOTE: Due to rounding, performance levels may not add up to 100%. 
Key (see Appendix A for performance level descriptors) 
L1 = Level 1: Did not yet meet expectations, L2 = Level 2: Partially met expectations, L3 = Level 3: Approached expectations, L4 = Level 4: Met expectations, L5 = Level 5: Exceeded expectations;   SE = Standard error (see Appendix D) 
      = Statistically significant decrease in percent of students Level 4 or above;        = Statistically significant increase in percent of students Level 4 or above; Σ        = No statistically significant difference between comparison years 
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Table 12. Mathematics Statewide Student Group Opportunity Gaps11 by Grade Level 

Grade 

STUDENTS W/  DISABILITIES :   
STUDENTS W/ O DISABILITIES 

ELL :  NON-ELL 
LOW-INCOME

12
 :   

NON-LOW INCOME 

2015 2016 2015 2016 2015 2016 
STATE Average 24 28 21 23 25 27 

3
rd

 28 33 27 27 31 31 

4
th

 27 33 22 27 28 30 

5
th

 27 35 21 27 25 29 

6
th

 27 30 23 26 28 29 

7
th

 27 29 23 27 29 30 
8

th
 12 15 10 16 10 16 

Algebra I 25 28 24 27 27 29 

Geometry 14 18 12 18 16 20 

Figure 11.  2015 vs. 2016 PARCC Statewide Opportunity Gaps in Mathematics 

    

                                                 
11 An achievement gap is a difference in what distinct groups of students know and can do in important subjects such as reading or math. One way we find achievement gaps is by comparing test scores for groups of 
students. One way we describe gaps is by subtracting the average of a lower scoring group from the average of a higher scoring group. 
12 Eligibility for free or reduced price meal benefits through the National School Lunch Program is the most commonly used indicator of low income/economic disadvantage. 
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CONNECTIONS TO TEACHING AND LEARNING 

State assessments are part of a larger system of teaching and learning.  In isolation, assessment 
results cannot improve student achievement.  Their power is realized when the results are 
ǊŜǾƛŜǿŜŘ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ŀ ǎŎƘƻƻƭΩǎ ŎǳǊǊƛŎǳƭǳƳΣ ƛƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎΣ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘ ǿƻǊƪΣ ƎǊŀŘƛƴƎ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎ, 
along with other local data and then action on this analysis is taken.  Last year established 
wƘƻŘŜ LǎƭŀƴŘΩǎ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘǎΦ  
This year, we are able to see where we are in relation to this baseline and whether we are 
heading in the right direction or need to make further adjustments. The work ahead of us is to use this information as one tool for the State, 
districts, schools, as well as parents and other stakeholders to work together to advocate for and support improved student learning. 

ü Families can use the results to engage their child in conversations about school and his or her progress.13  Families can work with their 
ŎƘƛƭŘΩǎ ǘŜŀŎƘŜǊόǎύ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ Ƴŀƴȅ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘ ƭŜŀǊƴƛƴƎΦ  Finally, collectively, families can 
ǿƻǊƪ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎŎƘƻƻƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ ƘŜƭǇ ǎƘŀǇŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŎƘƻƻƭΩǎ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎΦ 

ü Teachers Ŏŀƴ ǳǎŜ ǘƘƛǎ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ǘƻ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǎƘƛŦǘǎ ǘƘŜȅ have made in comparison to their ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΩ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ 
the assessment.  Student performance overall, on subclaims and on specific assessment questions may help them evaluate materials, 
supports, and curriculum they have used. The process of reviewing is best done in partnership with teachers working at the same grade 
level or instructing the same course.  The collective analysis along with feedback through the evaluation process should shape ongoing 
professional learning. 

ü Schools can use this information to look at patterns across grade levels and between student groups to make informed curriculum 
decisions, ensure that all students have the opportunity to learn, engage parents, and to make decisions that guarantee that all students are 
placed with teachers who can meet their needs. 

ü Districts can use the results to ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ŜŀŎƘ ǎŎƘƻƻƭΩǎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ which supports and resources best meet the needs of their 
students.  Districts can review patterns of performance between schools to identify those that need additional support. The results of these 
analyses can be used to engage the community on plans to move the district and its schools forward. 

 

  

                                                 
13

 More information on PARCC score reports for students is available online at www.UnderstandTheScore.org  

Assessments should be used in service of 
teaching and learning. They are the starting 

point for our work- not the conclusion. 

http://www.understandthescore.org/
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ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/LITERACY 

The College and Career Standards or Anchor Standards for English Language Arts & Literacy in 
History/Social Studies, Science, and Technical Subjects (ELA/Literacy) articulate what students should 
know and be able to do upon completion of high school. The anchor standards in conjunction with the 
ƎǊŀŘŜ ƭŜǾŜƭ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ άŀǊŜ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ŎƻƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ς the former providing broad standards, the latter 
providing additional specificity ς that together define the skills and understandings that all students must 
ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜΦέ14 In order for our high school students to demonstrate mastery of the College and Career 
Readiness Standards in ELA/Literacy, we must begin in Kindergarten to build student understanding as 
they progress through the grades.  

Continuing to delve into the CCSS for ELA/Literacy it becomes evident that these standards are explicitly 
and deliberately organized. The standards explicitly identify Reading, Writing, Speaking and Listening, and Foundational Reading expectations for all 
students (K-12).  By this very nature, how students demonstrate understanding of these expectations should not be in isolation but rather 
interconnected across reading, writing and speaking and listening.    

When exploring the Common Core State Standards for ELA/Literacy one likely encounters familiar content from their own school experience and/or 
perhaps the experience of their child. Within the Common Core State Standards (CCSS), reading informational text and literary text are present; 
while students are asked among other things to identify main ideas, summarize their reading, analyze characters or settings, and investigate 
themes. This very content is present within questions that our students encounter on the PARCC ELA/Literacy Assessment. The texts students 
encounter vary in their rigor and expectation of students; but their outcome is an opportunity for students to demonstrate their understanding. 

[ŜǘΩǎ ƭƻƻƪ ŎƭƻǎŜƭȅ ŀǘ DǊŀŘŜ р ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ƻŦǘŜƴ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ŀ ǇƛǾƻǘŀƭ ȅŜŀǊ ŀǎ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘΩǎ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ ǎŎƘƻol career in many districts 
ƛƴ wƘƻŘŜ LǎƭŀƴŘΦ  ²Ŝ ƻŦǘŜƴ ǊŜŦŜǊ ǘƻ DǊŀŘŜ р ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άȅŜŀǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳǳƭǘƛǇƭŜǎΦέ CƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ рth graders are not only expected to identify and describe 
characters but the students need to compare and contrast two or more characters, events, settings (RL.5.3) within a literary text. Fifth graders 
need to determine not just one main idea but two or more main ideas within an informational text. Additionally, within the trajectory of the 
standards, 5th ƎǊŀŘŜ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ǎǘŀǊǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛƴƪ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊΩǎ ŎǊŀŦǘ ōȅ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴƛƴƎ άƘƻǿέ ǘƘŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘǎ ǘǿƻ ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ideas 
(RI.5.2). This is more than just identifying key details that support the main ideas; but rather, asks students to delve deeper into how the author 
supports his/her ideas with the key details.  

When faced with the challenge of instructing students at this grade level, readily accessible texts such as Esperanza Rising by Pam Muñoz Ryan 
provide students two settings to explore within the text. The following lesson from engageny (https://www.engageny.org/resource/grade-5-ela-

                                                 
14

 For more information, go to http://www.corestandards.org/ELA-Literacy/CCRA/R/ 

CCSS for ELA/Literacy explicitly 
identify Reading, Writing, Speaking 

and Listening, and Foundational 
Reading expectations for all 

students (K-12).   

Common Core State 
Standards for ELA/Literacy  

https://www.engageny.org/resource/grade-5-ela-module-1-unit-2-lesson-6
http://www.corestandards.org/ELA-Literacy/CCRA/R/
http://www.corestandards.org/ELA-Literacy/CCRA/R/
http://www.corestandards.org/ELA-Literacy/CCRA/R/
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module-1-unit-2-lesson-6) has students comparing and contrasting California to Mexico. Many literary texts within a typical 5th grade curriculum 
include multiple characters, multiple events, and/or multiple settings. The key to instruction at this grade level is not only identifying the main 
ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊΩǎ ƳƻǘƛǾŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǘǊŀƛǘǎΣ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘǎΣ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ ŀƴŘ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ōǳǘ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛƴƎκŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ Ǌƻōǳǎǘ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ǿithin the text. 
Graphic organizers such as a Venƴ ŘƛŀƎǊŀƳΣ ¢ƘǊŜŜ /ƻƭǳƳƴ /ƘŀǊǘǎΣ ŜǘŎΦ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƻ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜ ŀ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘΩǎ ǘƘƛƴƪƛƴƎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƻǊƪ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ 
the characters.  

The following lesson from LearnZillion, https://learnzillion.com/lesson_plans/8338  uses a Venn diagram to assist students in organizing thoughts 
as character are compared and contrasted. This lesson demonstrates how to identify character traits by looking at how the characters interact with 
each other and the events. Then the lesson walks students through how to identify the similarities and differences in these traits. This is followed 
by the development of a statement about the characters that is supported by details from the text. Similar graphic organizers may be used as 
students are asked to identify multiple events or multiple settings to compare and contrast within other texts. When using excerpts or short 
ǎǘƻǊƛŜǎΣ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƻǊǎ Ƴǳǎǘ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŜȄǇŜǊǘƛǎŜ ǘƻ ǎŜƭŜŎǘ ǘŜȄǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ άƳǳƭǘƛǇƭŜǎέ ŦƻǊ ƛƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƛǎ ǎtandard in Grade 5.  

Many robust informational texts in the 5th grade curriculum contain two or more main ideas. The key to selecting text for instruction and practice 
for standard RI.5.2 is providing texts that contain multiple main ideas that are clearly distinct from one another. Key details should also be present 
that can be identified as belonging a specific main idea. Students should be able to clearly identify key details that belong to each main idea. 
However, instruction and practice cannot end there. 5th graders are expected to explain how those key details support the main idea. Key details 
could be comparing ideas/events, describing the idea in greater depth, listing examples, explaining the cause/effect relationship, sequencing the 
steps that created the problem, quoting experts, etc.  

Another standard in Grade 5 which requires students to think critically about how a text is put together is RI.5.8. This standard asks students to 
explain how an author uses reasons and evidence to support particular points in a text, identifying which reasons and evidence support which 
ǇƻƛƴǘόǎύΦ    !ƎŀƛƴΣ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ǿƻǊŘǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘ ŀǊŜ άƘƻǿ ŀƴ ŀǳǘƘƻǊ ǳǎŜǎΦΦΦέΦ {ǘǳŘŜƴǘǎ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ Ƙƻǿ ǘhe reasons/evidence 
support the idea/point within a text and clearly delineate which reason/evidence supports which point the author is making.  The following lesson 
from LearnZillion, https://learnzillion.com/lesson_plans/7693, utilizes a newspaper article that articulates the benefits of playing outside in the dirt 
to show students how to explain the point an author wants to convey by identifying the reasons and evidence that support that point.  

When studying and analyzing the standards in depth, the PARCC released items  and PARCC practice tests can assist students, teachers, and 
families in understanding how their students are expected to demonstrate their understanding of the standards on the PARCC assessment. As we 
continue the study of students expectations, some resources that are helpful to bridge the PARCC resources with everyday implementation include 
but are not limited to, engageny and LearnZillion mentioned previously, as well as, Reading Lessons, the Think and Write Activities, and Annotated 
Student Work at http://achievethecore.org , along with Novel Units and Passages at www.readworks.org.  Lastly, it is important to remember, that 
ǘƘŜ t!w// ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ōǳǘ ƻƴŜ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ōǊƻŀŘŜǊ ǇƛŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŀ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘΩǎ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳƛƴƎ ǿƘŀǘ we already know 
about our students.  It is one data point to help further our study of student expectations and inform how best to instruct our students.  

https://www.engageny.org/resource/grade-5-ela-module-1-unit-2-lesson-6
https://learnzillion.com/lesson_plans/8338
https://images.search.yahoo.com/search/images;_ylt=AwrBT8fvI7ZXbVMAqdRXNyoA;_ylu=X3oDMTEyZ3Z1b2hvBGNvbG8DYmYxBHBvcwMxBHZ0aWQDVUkyQzNfMQRzZWMDc2M-?p=Graphic+Organizers&fr=mcafee
https://learnzillion.com/lesson_plans/7693
https://prc.parcconline.org/assessments/parcc-released-items?title=&field_subject_tid=English+Language+Arts&field_grade_level_unlimited_tid=All
https://parcc.pearson.com/practice-tests/english/
https://www.engageny.org/
https://learnzillion.com/ela
http://achievethecore.org/category/411/ela-literacy-lessons?&sort=name
http://achievethecore.org/search?q=think+and+write+activities
http://achievethecore.org/category/330/student-writing-samples
http://achievethecore.org/category/330/student-writing-samples
http://achievethecore.org/
http://www.readworks.org/lessons/novel
http://www.readworks.org/books/passages?keys=&grade=42&lexile%5Bmin%5D=-1&lexile%5Bmax%5D=2201&domain=All&fiction_or_not=All&skill=All
http://www.readworks.org/
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MATHEMATICS 

Students need a secure foundation in their mathematics learning in order to pursue more advanced 
topics in middle and high school.  The creation of that foundational learning is guided by teachers who 
are secure in their content knowledge, practice sound pedagogy, and continually strive to perfect their 
practice through professional learning. We know that impactful professional learning includes a focus on 
ŘŜŜǇŜƴƛƴƎ ǘŜŀŎƘŜǊǎΩ ŎƻƴǘŜƴǘ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŎǳǊǊƛŎǳƭǳƳ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ 
expected to deliver, expert and ongoing instructional coaching, review of student work, and protected 
time to learn.  The federal Mathematics Science Partnership Grant (MSP) offers competitive funding to a 
district so that they can attend to student and adult mathematics learning. The Providence Public School 
Department submitted a successful MSP application to include teachers in grades 3-5 across six schools in 
Providence last year.  The early results of that work are promising and underscore the need for sustained 
focused attention on teaching and learning.  This overview is offered as an example of the type of work 
ahead of us as we implement rigorous standards and curriculum for our students. 

During the summer of 2015 and throughout the 2015-2016 school year, a group of teachers in grades 3 to 5 participated in a professional 
development (PD) experience aimed at improving mathematics content knowledge and the ability to teach to the Common Core State Standards 
(CCSS) with the ultimate goal of improving teaching and learning in their classrooms. The teachers included regular classroom teachers as well as 
district mathematics coaches, special education teachers, and teachers of English language learners. Facilitated by educators associated with Roger 
Williams University, educators were challenged to candidly reflect on and evaluate their own understanding of mathematics and to reflect on the 
effectiveness of their current instructional strategies. From a district perspective, the end goal of the experience was to dŜŜǇŜƴ ǘŜŀŎƘŜǊǎΩ 
understanding of mathematics, to develop a cohesive vision of what quality mathematics instruction looks like, to capitalize on the expertise and 
strengths of in-house personnel, to identify and provide the necessary resources and supports to promote increased educator confidence, and 
ultimately, to positively impact teaching and student learning. 

The PARCC assessment is charged with measuring student performance with respect to the Common Core State Standards. Standards at this grade 
ǎǇŀƴ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘƭȅ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǇƘǊŀǎŜǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ άǳǎŜ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǾŀƭǳŜ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎκǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŜǎέΣ ǳǎŜ άǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎέΣ άŀǇǇƭȅ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǘŜƴŘέΣ 
άǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘέΣ άŜȄǇƭŀƛƴέΣ άǊŜŀǎƻƴέΣ ŀƴŘ άǎƻƭǾŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέΦ !ŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎΣ ǘƘŜ tǊƻǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ǇǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǎŜǊƛŜǎ ǿas intentionally 
designed to provide teachers with daily experiences to assist them in addressing these demands in their classrooms.  Several features of the 
professional development are worth noting: 

¶ Key content for grades 3 through 5 includes the development of understanding and mastery of the four basic operations: addition, 
subtraction, multiplication, and division. Students are expected to have multiple experiences learning the properties of these operations 
and how they are related to one another. Providence teachers engaged in activities to foster their own understanding of this content and 

The Standards for Mathematical 
Practice describe varieties of 
expertise that mathematics 

educators at all levels should seek to 
develop in their students. These 

practices rest on important 
ȰÐÒÏÃÅÓÓÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÐÒÏÆÉÃÉÅÎÃÉÅÓȱ ×ÉÔÈ 

longstanding importance in 
mathematics education. 

Standards for Mathematical 
Practice  

http://www.corestandards.org/Math/Practice/
http://www.corestandards.org/Math/Practice/
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ǿƻǊƪŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŜǎ ǘƻ ƘŜƭǇ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΩ ƭŜŀǊƴƛƴƎΦ ¢ŀōƭŜǎ 1 and 2  from the glossary of the CCSS served as the basis for some 
of these investigations. Participants were asked to use the tables to classify a sampling of operational problems. The activity increased 
ǘŜŀŎƘŜǊǎΩ ŀǿŀǊŜƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ǘȅǇŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳΩǎ ŎƻƳǇƭŜȄƛǘȅΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ ǾŀǊƛŜŘ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 
formatting of equations thus promoting a greater student understanding of the meaning of the equal sign (e.g. 3 + ? = 5, ? + 3 = 5, and 5 = 3 
+ ?).  The power of the tape diagram as a tool for solving one type of problem, comparison problems, was illustrated and embraced by 
teachers.  This is an effective model that surfaces again in the middle grades and is very useful in solving ratio and proportion problems..  
Engage NY has resources which provide an introduction to tape diagrams and examples of problems using tape diagrams.  Additionally, it 
has strong links to the number line which is a prevalent model in the CCSS. 

¶ The understanding of mathematics is of paramount importance in the CCSS and as measured by PARCC. While fluency with the algorithms 
for the four basic operations is the ultimate goal, student understanding of how the operations work is the foundation for success with 
those operations and is enhanced by the investigation of alternative algorithms.  LearnZillion provides a lesson plan on the use of partial 
sums to solve addition problems.   For example, Providence teachers learned the value of decomposing numbers to allow students to work 
with numbers in a way that makes sense to them in order to promote this operational understanding.  Another Engage NY resource is a 
video of a class lesson on composing and decomposing numbers. Knowing that students are not responsible for mastery of the standard 
algorithms for addition and subtraction with multi-digit whole numbers until the end of grade 4 allows teachers and students the time to 
ŜƴƎŀƎŜ ƛƴ άƴǳƳōŜǊ Ǉƭŀȅέ ƭŀȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǿƻǊƪ ŦƻǊ Ŧǳƭƭȅ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ǿƘȅ ŀƴ ŀƭƎƻǊƛǘƘƳ ǿƻǊƪǎ ŀƴŘ ǿƘȅ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŘŜŜƳŜŘ ƳƻǊŜ ŜŦŦƛŎƛent. 

¶ Part of the professional development journey involved collaborative design of model lessons. Same-grade level teachers met together to 
design, execute, and critique classroom lessons. During the process teachers considered the implications of the standards that would be 
addressed in the upcoming lesson ς what pre-knowledge should be in place, what is the rigor requirement of the standard, what 
misconceptions might students have with respect to the content. Activities were planned with an eye on differentiation, student 
engagement, incorporation of the relevant Standards for Mathematical Practice, formative assessment, and opportunities for students to 
reason, explain, and solve meaningful problems. As one teacher and/or coach delivered the lesson, peers used a structured tool to 
comment on the mathematics of the lesson. A debrief involving self-reflection and data collected from the observational tool then occurred.  
Providence developed a protocol for educators to follow through this process.     

As a result of this professional development experience, Providence leadership believes that the participating schools have undergone a culture 
shift regarding instruction in mathematics. Teachers acknowledge the power of deeply understanding the content they teach. They are excited 
about providing engaging lessons that promote student voice, reasoning, and conceptual understanding. They embrace the use of non-routine 
problems for students to explore the mathematics and present multiple strategies and models to solve those problems. They are eager to continue 
collaborating with their peers and district coaches and to think of their instruction as being standards-driven instead of textbook driven. They 
believe if they continue the journey they began in the summer of 2015 it will translate into improved student understanding and achievement. 

http://www.corestandards.org/Math/Content/mathematics-glossary/Table-1/
http://www.corestandards.org/Math/Content/mathematics-glossary/Table-2/
https://www.engageny.org/sites/default/files/resource/attachments/04-introduction_to_tape_diagrams.pdf
https://www.engageny.org/resource/word-problems-with-tape-diagrams
https://learnzillion.com/lesson_plans/8793-solve-addition-problems-using-the-partial-sums-method
https://learnzillion.com/lesson_plans/8793-solve-addition-problems-using-the-partial-sums-method
https://www.engageny.org/resource/grade-k-math-compose-and-decompose-knbt1
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DISTRICT ELA/LITERACY RESULTS 

Table 13.  ELA/LITERACY: Percent of Students at Each Performance Level by District and School Level. 

District ELA School 
Level 

2015 
# 

Enrolled 

2015 
%  

Tested 

2015 
%  
L1 

2015 
%  
L2 

2015 
%  
L3 

2015 
%  
L4 

2015 
%  
L5 

2015 
%  

L4+L5 
SE 

2016 
#  

Enrolled 

2016 
%  

Tested 

2016 
%  
L1 

2016 
%  
L2 

2016 
%  
L3 

2016 
%  
L4 

2016 
%  
L5 

2016 
%  

L4+L5 
SE 

Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% L4+L5 

Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% Tested 

Achievement First Charter ES n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 90 100 6.7 16.7 31.1 35.6 10.0 45.6 5.2 n/a n/a 

Barrington All 2117 97 3.2 6.8 19.2 51.4 19.4 70.9 1.0 2171 98 3.0 5.9 16.6 51.9 22.6 74.5 0.9 4 1 
 ES 756 96 4.3 9.5 23.0 54.2 9.1 63.3 1.8 777 98 3.7 8.8 21.8 54.0 11.7 65.7 1.7 2 1 

 MS 812 98 2.1 5.5 18.8 52.0 21.6 73.6 1.6 831 98 1.6 4.1 12.3 52.9 29.2 82.0 1.3 8 0 
 HS 549 97 3.2 4.9 14.8 46.8 30.3 77.2 1.8 563 99 4.0 4.7 15.8 47.7 27.9 75.5 1.8 -2 1 

Beacon Charter All 116 84 6.2 18.6 25.8 43.3 6.2 49.5 5.1 163 95 7.7 10.3 32.3 34.8 14.8 49.7 4.0 0 11 
 MS n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 46 96 0.0 9.1 40.9 47.7 2.3 50.0 7.5 n/a n/a 

 HS 116 84 6.2 18.6 25.8 43.3 6.2 49.5 5.1 117 95 10.8 10.8 28.8 29.7 19.8 49.5 4.7 0 11 
Blackstone Academy Charter HS 88 97 15.3 20.0 27.1 29.4 8.2 37.6 5.3 159 100 27.7 28.9 21.4 19.5 2.5 22.0 3.3 -16 3 

Blackstone Valley Prep Charter All 672 99 6.8 15.2 29.3 42.0 6.8 48.8 1.9 813 100 7.8 14.7 22.2 44.5 11.0 55.4 1.7 7 1 
 ES 248 99 5.7 13.4 26.0 45.1 9.8 54.9 3.2 326 100 7.7 13.5 28.5 42.3 8.0 50.3 2.8 -5 1 
 MS 325 99 8.1 16.5 33.0 37.1 5.3 42.4 2.8 318 100 6.3 13.5 19.8 48.4 11.9 60.4 2.7 18 1 

 HS 99 100 5.1 15.2 25.3 50.5 4.0 54.5 5.0 169 99 10.7 19.0 14.3 41.1 14.9 56.0 3.8 1 -1 
Bristol-Warren All 2025 88 13.8 18.6 26.6 34.1 6.8 40.9 1.2 1997 95 8.8 14.3 23.6 40.3 13.1 53.4 1.1 12 7 

 ES 794 94 10.1 18.4 26.8 38.3 6.3 44.6 1.8 795 97 5.7 13.7 26.0 44.4 10.1 54.5 1.8 10 3 
 MS 765 93 13.5 16.6 26.7 34.9 8.3 43.2 1.9 749 92 12.5 19.0 23.6 34.6 10.3 44.9 1.9 2 -1 

 HS 466 71 22.7 23.3 26.1 23.0 4.8 27.9 2.5 453 96 8.3 7.8 19.1 41.8 23.0 64.8 2.3 37 25 
Burrillville All 1521 59 17.7 25.4 27.4 24.8 4.8 29.6 1.5 1486 95 21.5 24.6 26.4 25.2 2.3 27.4 1.2 -2 35 

 ES 531 76 13.4 26.8 29.0 26.6 4.2 30.8 2.3 510 94 14.6 24.1 29.3 30.4 1.7 32.0 2.1 1 18 
 MS 622 38 13.4 24.3 29.3 28.0 5.0 33.1 3.0 587 94 15.5 25.8 28.2 28.0 2.5 30.5 2.0 -3 55 

 HS 368 71 28.4 24.1 23.0 19.2 5.4 24.5 2.7 389 97 39.4 23.4 20.2 14.4 2.7 17.0 1.9 -7 26 
Central Falls All 1490 80 46.0 25.0 19.2 9.5 0.3 9.9 0.9 1428 98 40.3 27.1 21.2 10.9 0.4 11.3 0.8 1 18 

 ES 490 97 35.9 28.1 23.7 11.4 0.8 12.3 1.5 439 98 33.7 26.0 24.4 15.6 0.2 15.8 1.8 4 1 
 MS 661 92 49.0 24.4 17.7 8.9 0.0 8.9 1.2 688 99 37.6 29.9 22.1 9.7 0.6 10.3 1.2 1 7 
 HS 339 32 72.9 14.0 8.4 4.7 0.0 4.7 2.0 301 95 56.8 21.8 14.4 6.7 0.4 7.0 1.5 2 63 

Chariho All 2000 94 9.5 11.4 22.1 45.6 11.5 57.0 1.1 1911 99 4.1 8.0 22.8 51.1 14.0 65.1 1.1 8 5 
 ES 473 96 8.4 10.8 21.7 46.9 12.2 59.1 2.3 441 99 4.1 9.6 21.5 56.1 8.7 64.8 2.3 2 4 

 MS 978 95 2.7 7.8 22.4 53.5 13.6 67.1 1.5 933 99 1.5 6.8 23.2 52.7 15.8 68.5 1.5 1 4 
 HS 549 90 23.4 18.7 22.0 29.3 6.7 36.0 2.2 537 99 8.5 8.7 23.4 44.4 15.1 59.5 2.1 24 9 

Coventry All 2966 96 14.8 20.3 30.4 31.1 3.4 34.4 0.9 2967 99 11.8 15.9 30.2 37.2 5.0 42.2 0.9 8 2 
 ES 1080 99 8.8 15.0 31.8 39.9 4.4 44.4 1.5 1091 99 8.3 12.4 28.5 44.3 6.5 50.8 1.5 6 0 

 MS 1144 96 12.0 22.5 33.8 29.4 2.3 31.7 1.4 1123 99 9.4 18.4 33.7 35.3 3.1 38.5 1.5 7 3 
 HS 742 94 28.4 24.9 23.1 20.1 3.4 23.6 1.6 753 98 20.4 17.1 27.3 29.6 5.7 35.2 1.8 12 5 

Cranston All 6464 95 8.7 16.7 29.6 38.1 6.9 45.0 0.6 6536 98 12.8 18.3 29.6 33.9 5.4 39.3 0.6 -6 4 
 ES 3260 97 7.4 16.5 30.8 40.4 4.8 45.2 0.9 3225 99 9.7 17.1 30.2 39.0 4.0 43.0 0.9 -2 2 

 MS 1707 94 8.2 16.3 31.4 36.2 7.8 44.0 1.2 1680 98 10.7 17.7 32.2 32.2 7.3 39.5 1.2 -5 4 
 HS 1497 90 12.3 17.7 24.4 35.0 10.5 45.5 1.4 1631 98 21.0 21.5 25.9 25.6 6.0 31.7 1.2 -14 9 

Cumberland All 2799 94 13.1 17.1 27.5 35.6 6.6 42.2 1.0 2813 96 11.0 14.7 26.4 40.3 7.6 47.8 1.0 6 2 
 ES 1068 97 7.6 15.1 28.2 43.8 5.3 49.1 1.6 1057 97 6.7 13.3 25.5 48.1 6.4 54.5 1.6 5 0 
 MS 1120 92 10.8 19.0 29.2 33.8 7.3 41.0 1.5 1135 95 8.2 15.5 28.6 39.6 8.2 47.8 1.5 7 2 

 HS 611 92 27.6 17.5 23.0 24.1 7.8 31.9 2.0 621 98 23.3 15.8 24.1 28.2 8.5 36.8 2.0 5 6 
Davies Career and Tech. HS 403 98 29.5 28.0 27.8 14.4 0.3 14.6 1.8 448 98 24.3 19.7 27.0 27.5 1.6 29.1 2.2 14 -1 
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District ELA School 
Level 
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# 
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%  
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L1 
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%  
L2 

2015 
%  
L3 

2015 
%  
L4 

2015 
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SE 
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Enrolled 
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L1 
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%  
L2 
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L3 
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L4 
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%  
L5 
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%  
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SE 

Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% L4+L5 

Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% Tested 

DCYF All 60 60 77.8 16.7 5.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 48 71 85.3 11.8 0.0 2.9 0.0 2.9 2.9 3 11 

 MS 7 57 - - - - - - - 4 100 - - - - - - - - 43 
 HS 53 60 75.0 18.8 6.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 44 68 86.7 13.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 8 

East Greenwich All 1508 93 4.6 7.8 17.9 48.8 21.0 69.8 1.2 1606 94 5.0 8.2 18.7 47.8 20.4 68.2 1.2 -2 1 
 ES 576 96 5.8 10.1 21.5 54.2 8.5 62.6 2.1 581 95 6.1 11.7 22.9 54.5 4.7 59.2 2.1 -3 -1 

 MS 610 96 1.0 4.6 16.0 46.5 31.9 78.4 1.7 637 95 3.1 5.0 16.3 46.9 28.7 75.6 1.7 -3 -1 
 HS 322 82 9.8 10.2 14.3 42.6 23.0 65.7 2.9 388 89 6.4 8.1 15.9 38.7 30.9 69.7 2.5 4 7 

East Providence All 3088 75 17.8 22.0 28.4 28.0 3.8 31.9 1.0 3149 83 23.0 22.3 26.3 24.5 3.8 28.3 0.9 -4 8 
 ES 1222 94 16.0 22.1 28.8 30.4 2.6 33.0 1.4 1237 96 14.2 21.7 28.5 31.5 4.1 35.6 1.4 3 2 

 MS 1149 81 15.4 21.2 30.7 28.1 4.6 32.7 1.5 1154 81 16.5 26.0 30.3 23.4 3.8 27.2 1.5 -6 0 
 HS 717 34 34.7 24.4 17.8 16.5 6.6 23.1 2.7 758 63 57.5 16.7 13.3 9.4 3.1 12.5 1.5 -11 30 
Exeter-West Greenwich All 1032 83 7.1 13.4 29.5 42.4 7.7 50.1 1.7 976 97 8.5 14.1 31.3 40.1 6.0 46.1 1.6 -4 14 

 ES 504 90 6.2 16.4 36.7 38.5 2.2 40.7 2.3 447 96 4.7 16.1 35.9 41.3 2.1 43.4 2.4 3 6 
 MS 259 86 7.6 9.9 25.6 44.4 12.6 57.0 3.3 285 100 3.5 8.4 29.5 46.0 12.6 58.6 2.9 2 14 

 HS 269 69 8.6 10.2 16.7 49.5 15.1 64.5 3.5 244 97 21.5 17.3 25.3 30.8 5.1 35.9 3.1 -29 28 
Foster ES 154 93 5.6 23.1 34.3 33.6 3.5 37.1 4.0 160 99 10.1 19.0 29.7 36.7 4.4 41.1 3.9 4 6 

Foster-Glocester All 778 89 14.7 17.5 28.2 31.8 7.8 39.6 1.9 822 94 14.6 16.9 28.3 35.0 5.3 40.3 1.8 1 5 
 MS 471 94 9.3 17.2 31.0 35.1 7.5 42.5 2.4 474 95 6.3 13.6 31.7 43.5 4.9 48.4 2.4 6 1 

 HS 307 81 24.4 18.0 23.2 26.0 8.4 34.4 3.0 348 94 26.0 21.4 23.5 23.2 5.8 29.1 2.5 -5 13 
Glocester ES 280 95 2.6 15.4 31.1 46.1 4.9 50.9 3.1 286 95 5.5 11.7 33.7 42.1 7.0 49.1 3.0 -2 0 

Highlander Charter All 273 99 21.2 29.7 29.4 19.0 0.7 19.7 2.4 320 99 25.3 27.2 28.2 17.7 1.6 19.3 2.2 0 0 
 ES 109 99 25.9 34.3 26.9 13.0 0.0 13.0 3.2 109 99 30.6 31.5 27.8 10.2 0.0 10.2 2.9 -3 0 

 MS 108 99 15.0 29.0 29.0 27.1 0.0 27.1 4.3 136 99 20.1 26.9 29.1 20.1 3.7 23.9 3.7 -3 -1 
 HS 56 96 24.1 22.2 35.2 14.8 3.7 18.5 5.3 75 99 27.0 21.6 27.0 24.3 0.0 24.3 5.0 6 2 
International Charter ES 157 99 5.8 21.8 35.3 32.1 5.1 37.2 3.9 164 96 12.7 19.1 26.1 35.7 6.4 42.0 3.9 5 -4 

Jamestown All 322 95 4.2 11.8 22.5 46.7 14.7 61.4 2.8 322 99 3.4 7.8 18.2 55.8 14.7 70.5 2.6 9 4 
 ES 114 96 3.7 12.8 22.9 49.5 11.0 60.6 4.7 114 98 4.5 7.1 19.6 61.6 7.1 68.8 4.4 8 3 

 MS 206 96 4.6 11.2 22.3 45.2 16.8 61.9 3.5 208 100 2.9 8.2 17.4 52.7 18.8 71.5 3.1 10 4 
Johnston All 1910 90 8.1 16.5 28.9 40.0 6.7 46.6 1.2 1901 97 9.4 19.2 29.3 36.4 5.7 42.1 1.1 -5 7 

 ES 719 97 8.2 15.6 26.6 45.3 4.3 49.6 1.9 752 98 6.3 16.8 28.9 44.7 3.4 48.1 1.8 -1 1 
 MS 751 96 7.2 15.1 31.1 38.3 8.2 46.5 1.9 755 100 8.8 20.7 31.2 32.0 7.3 39.3 1.8 -7 4 

 HS 440 70 9.7 21.4 28.6 31.8 8.4 40.3 2.8 394 93 17.0 21.1 26.0 28.8 7.1 35.9 2.5 -4 23 
Kingston Hill Charter ES 78 95 4.1 5.4 13.5 52.7 24.3 77.0 4.9 63 98 1.6 1.6 17.7 48.4 30.6 79.0 5.2 2 4 

Lincoln All 1869 90 9.3 14.8 24.5 43.6 7.8 51.4 1.2 1857 97 10.4 14.7 23.2 43.3 8.4 51.7 1.2 0 7 
 ES 692 96 4.1 13.2 24.2 51.7 6.8 58.5 1.9 656 97 5.2 10.5 24.3 53.1 6.9 60.0 1.9 1 2 

 MS 774 93 9.8 14.8 25.9 41.4 8.1 49.5 1.9 772 98 11.0 18.1 23.9 40.8 6.2 47.0 1.8 -2 5 
 HS 403 73 19.9 18.6 21.6 30.7 9.1 39.9 2.8 429 96 17.5 14.8 20.1 33.0 14.6 47.6 2.5 8 23 
Little Compton All 176 87 2.0 11.8 28.8 51.0 6.5 57.5 4.0 178 88 3.2 14.0 29.9 48.4 4.5 52.9 4.0 -5 1 

 ES 81 93 4.0 12.0 26.7 56.0 1.3 57.3 5.7 76 96 4.1 12.3 31.5 50.7 1.4 52.1 5.8 -5 3 
 MS 95 82 0.0 11.5 30.8 46.2 11.5 57.7 5.6 102 82 2.4 15.5 28.6 46.4 7.1 53.6 5.4 -4 0 

MET Career & Tech. HS 407 82 54.6 20.9 15.5 7.8 1.2 9.0 1.6 405 99 35.7 24.7 20.4 17.2 2.0 19.2 2.0 10 17 
Middletown All 1399 92 8.7 19.1 27.3 37.4 7.5 45.0 1.4 1330 97 11.1 18.8 27.9 36.0 6.3 42.3 1.4 -3 5 

 ES 373 95 7.9 19.8 28.3 39.7 4.2 43.9 2.6 347 98 10.3 18.3 26.8 41.6 2.9 44.5 2.7 1 3 
 MS 707 92 8.6 19.5 30.3 35.8 5.8 41.6 1.9 658 98 9.2 20.5 30.4 34.9 5.0 39.9 1.9 -2 6 

 HS 319 90 9.8 17.1 19.2 38.5 15.4 53.8 2.9 325 96 16.0 15.7 23.6 31.9 12.8 44.7 2.8 -9 7 
Narragansett All 809 95 5.9 15.4 26.0 44.5 8.2 52.7 1.8 821 98 7.7 13.8 26.9 44.0 7.7 51.7 1.8 -1 4 



2016 Rhode Island PARCC Results        P a g e | 28 
 

District ELA School 
Level 

2015 
# 

Enrolled 

2015 
%  

Tested 

2015 
%  
L1 

2015 
%  
L2 

2015 
%  
L3 

2015 
%  
L4 

2015 
%  
L5 

2015 
%  

L4+L5 
SE 

2016 
#  

Enrolled 

2016 
%  

Tested 

2016 
%  
L1 

2016 
%  
L2 

2016 
%  
L3 

2016 
%  
L4 

2016 
%  
L5 

2016 
%  

L4+L5 
SE 

Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% L4+L5 

Difference: 
2015 to 2016 

% Tested 

Narragansett (continued) ES 202 98 5.1 12.7 21.8 53.3 7.1 60.4 3.5 201 97 10.8 15.9 25.6 42.6 5.1 47.7 3.6 -13 -1 

 MS 400 94 4.0 16.5 25.6 46.4 7.5 53.9 2.6 397 98 3.3 13.0 29.9 45.5 8.2 53.7 2.5 0 5 
 HS 207 94 10.3 16.0 30.9 32.0 10.8 42.8 3.6 223 99 12.7 13.1 22.6 42.5 9.0 51.6 3.4 9 5 

New Shoreham All 76 79 0.0 11.7 28.3 53.3 6.7 60.0 6.3 74 93 7.2 2.9 27.5 55.1 7.2 62.3 5.8 2 14 
 ES 48 88 0.0 14.3 33.3 52.4 0.0 52.4 7.7 43 95 2.4 0.0 41.5 51.2 4.9 56.1 7.8 4 8 

 HS 28 64 0.0 5.6 16.7 55.6 22.2 77.8 9.8 31 90 14.3 7.1 7.1 60.7 10.7 71.4 8.5 -6 26 
Newport All 1204 90 26.6 20.7 20.8 25.7 6.2 31.9 1.4 1198 97 27.7 19.8 22.1 24.6 5.7 30.3 1.3 -2 7 

 ES 305 93 18.3 20.8 24.6 31.7 4.6 36.3 2.9 303 99 20.4 16.7 25.0 32.3 5.3 37.7 2.8 1 6 
 MS 595 94 22.9 21.3 23.3 26.3 6.3 32.6 2.0 577 98 20.2 22.6 25.4 24.9 6.9 31.8 2.0 -1 4 

 HS 304 81 44.7 19.1 11.0 17.5 7.7 25.2 2.8 318 95 48.7 17.9 13.2 16.6 3.6 20.2 2.3 -5 14 
North Kingstown All 2543 82 8.3 11.9 23.9 42.9 13.0 55.9 1.1 2504 96 10.4 13.8 22.0 40.6 13.2 53.8 1.0 -2 14 
 ES 876 95 5.0 10.3 24.7 51.4 8.5 59.9 1.7 849 98 7.9 11.8 24.9 48.2 7.2 55.4 1.7 -4 3 

 MS 962 85 4.6 10.4 23.5 42.4 19.1 61.5 1.7 959 97 3.3 9.6 18.9 46.3 21.9 68.2 1.5 7 12 
 HS 705 63 21.0 17.6 23.3 28.0 10.2 38.1 2.3 696 92 23.8 22.7 22.7 22.5 8.4 30.9 1.8 -7 29 

North  Providence All 2120 88 16.8 21.9 30.8 26.8 3.7 30.5 1.1 2118 98 11.8 17.6 30.4 34.8 5.4 40.3 1.1 10 10 
 ES 822 94 14.0 24.4 32.2 27.9 1.6 29.5 1.6 797 97 11.4 17.6 33.2 34.5 3.4 37.9 1.7 8 3 

 MS 838 91 16.6 21.3 32.5 26.5 3.0 29.5 1.7 858 99 9.5 16.3 31.5 37.2 5.5 42.7 1.7 13 9 
 HS 460 74 23.8 17.6 23.8 24.9 10.0 34.9 2.6 463 97 17.0 19.9 23.4 30.8 8.9 39.7 2.3 5 23 

North Smithfield All 1072 86 7.3 13.4 31.6 41.0 6.7 47.8 1.6 1089 98 6.3 13.0 22.2 44.9 13.6 58.5 1.5 11 13 
 ES 386 92 9.0 15.5 33.6 39.3 2.5 41.8 2.6 383 97 5.9 15.5 25.2 48.8 4.6 53.4 2.6 12 6 

 MS 444 89 5.1 12.7 32.3 41.2 8.7 49.9 2.5 459 99 6.0 14.1 25.4 43.7 10.8 54.5 2.3 5 10 
 HS 242 71 8.7 10.5 25.6 44.2 11.0 55.2 3.8 247 99 7.4 7.0 11.9 41.0 32.8 73.8 2.8 19 28 

Paul Cuffee Charter All 482 99 16.3 31.0 28.9 21.8 2.1 23.8 1.9 488 99 17.6 25.0 27.1 27.1 3.3 30.4 2.1 7 0 
 ES 171 98 7.7 33.3 30.4 26.2 2.4 28.6 3.5 169 100 11.2 31.4 26.6 29.0 1.8 30.8 3.6 2 2 
 MS 180 99 14.0 27.4 30.7 25.1 2.8 27.9 3.4 180 99 8.4 20.8 32.6 32.0 6.2 38.2 3.6 10 -1 

 HS 131 100 30.5 32.8 24.4 11.5 0.8 12.2 2.9 139 99 37.2 22.6 20.4 18.2 1.5 19.7 3.4 7 -1 
Pawtucket All 5358 91 26.2 26.6 27.3 18.5 1.4 19.9 0.6 5347 98 24.6 25.2 26.4 22.1 1.6 23.7 0.6 4 7 

 ES 2511 97 20.8 25.1 29.8 23.0 1.2 24.3 0.9 2493 99 19.2 22.7 28.8 27.6 1.7 29.3 0.9 5 2 
 MS 1839 94 24.9 29.8 28.8 15.3 1.2 16.5 0.9 1998 97 25.2 27.5 27.4 18.6 1.4 20.0 0.9 3 3 

 HS 1008 72 47.5 23.9 15.2 11.1 2.3 13.4 1.3 856 96 39.9 27.3 17.0 14.0 1.8 15.9 1.3 2 23 
Portsmouth All 1582 77 7.7 16.3 27.5 41.2 7.3 48.5 1.4 1483 93 9.5 12.9 27.6 43.2 6.9 50.0 1.3 2 16 

 ES 165 93 6.5 15.7 25.5 49.0 3.3 52.3 4.0 175 97 10.7 13.0 26.6 47.9 1.8 49.7 3.8 -3 4 
 MS 954 88 7.0 17.4 29.2 40.0 6.4 46.4 1.7 911 92 5.8 12.0 28.9 46.3 7.0 53.3 1.7 7 4 

 HS 463 48 11.2 12.5 22.8 40.2 13.4 53.6 3.3 397 94 17.3 14.7 25.1 34.1 8.8 42.9 2.6 -11 46 
Providence All 14577 88 33.7 25.9 22.6 15.3 2.5 17.8 0.3 14166 95 30.3 25.2 24.5 17.7 2.3 20.0 0.3 2 7 

 ES 5680 95 30.7 28.9 24.6 15.0 0.7 15.8 0.5 5519 99 26.6 25.3 26.5 20.3 1.2 21.5 0.6 6 4 
 MS 5486 90 32.5 25.8 24.0 15.4 2.3 17.7 0.5 5289 96 28.3 28.3 26.0 15.4 2.1 17.4 0.5 0 6 
 HS 3411 72 42.7 19.6 15.4 15.7 6.6 22.3 0.8 3358 85 41.0 19.5 17.9 16.8 4.7 21.5 0.8 -1 14 

RI Nurses Institute Charter HS 49 80 28.2 23.1 35.9 10.3 2.6 12.8 5.4 42 95 40.0 27.5 22.5 10.0 0.0 10.0 4.7 -3 16 
RI School for the Deaf All 37 86 71.9 21.9 3.1 3.1 0.0 3.1 3.1 42 79 60.6 33.3 6.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -3 -8 

 ES 18 89 87.5 12.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 14 71 70.0 30.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 -17 
 MS 10 90 44.4 55.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15 87 30.8 53.8 15.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 -3 

 HS 9 78 - - - - - - - 13 77 90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 - -1 
Scituate All 920 58 14.5 16.5 27.3 35.5 6.2 41.7 2.1 890 96 15.1 12.4 25.8 38.0 8.6 46.6 1.7 5 38 

 ES 338 91 5.5 14.0 25.3 48.1 7.1 55.2 2.8 319 97 6.1 10.3 25.1 51.4 7.1 58.5 2.8 3 6 
 MS 352 46 16.0 20.9 36.2 22.7 4.3 27.0 3.5 343 95 6.1 11.6 29.4 40.4 12.5 52.9 2.8 26 49 
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Scituate (continued) HS 230 27 55.7 18.0 13.1 6.6 6.6 13.1 4.3 228 94 42.1 16.8 21.5 15.0 4.7 19.6 2.7 7 67 

Segue Institute Charter MS 234 100 17.2 24.0 30.9 24.9 3.0 27.9 2.9 235 100 17.9 19.6 28.9 32.3 1.3 33.6 3.1 6 0 
Sheila Skip Nowell Charter HS 47 32 73.3 20.0 6.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 36 83 73.3 16.7 3.3 6.7 0.0 6.7 4.6 7 51 

Smithfield All 1493 92 9.6 15.2 29.6 40.1 5.5 45.5 1.3 1464 94 8.9 12.6 29.0 42.7 6.8 49.5 1.4 4 2 
 ES 540 90 6.6 14.5 30.3 44.1 4.5 48.6 2.3 566 92 6.9 12.0 28.1 46.7 6.3 53.0 2.2 4 2 

 MS 586 92 5.9 16.0 31.2 40.8 6.1 46.9 2.1 541 94 6.1 10.3 31.4 44.0 8.3 52.3 2.2 5 2 
 HS 367 94 19.7 15.0 26.3 33.2 5.8 39.0 2.6 357 95 16.2 16.8 26.8 34.8 5.3 40.1 2.7 1 1 

South Kingstown All 2000 94 9.7 10.7 21.6 44.8 13.1 57.9 1.1 1930 98 10.7 11.9 22.6 42.6 12.2 54.8 1.1 -3 3 
 ES 482 96 3.7 4.7 13.5 56.1 21.9 78.1 1.9 465 99 7.0 8.3 16.5 53.9 14.3 68.3 2.2 -10 2 

 MS 1040 95 7.3 11.4 23.9 46.9 10.5 57.4 1.6 1022 98 7.0 10.0 25.2 45.0 12.8 57.8 1.6 0 3 
 HS 478 92 21.5 15.6 24.9 28.3 9.5 37.9 2.3 443 96 23.6 20.3 23.1 24.5 8.5 33.0 2.3 -5 3 
The Compass School Charter All 113 95 0.0 3.7 20.6 53.3 22.4 75.7 4.1 111 98 0.0 4.6 20.2 56.9 18.3 75.2 4.1 0 4 

 ES 59 98 0.0 0.0 20.7 58.6 20.7 79.3 5.3 55 100 0.0 3.6 18.2 61.8 16.4 78.2 5.6 -1 2 
 MS 54 91 0.0 8.2 20.4 46.9 24.5 71.4 6.5 56 96 0.0 5.6 22.2 51.9 20.4 72.2 6.1 1 6 

The Greene School Charter HS 92 93 20.9 15.1 27.9 30.2 5.8 36.0 5.2 95 96 35.2 15.4 19.8 28.6 1.1 29.7 4.8 -6 2 
The Learning Community Charter All 366 100 10.4 27.0 34.7 26.2 1.6 27.9 2.3 369 100 7.3 18.4 26.3 42.8 5.1 48.0 2.6 20 0 

 ES 185 100 10.8 27.6 31.4 28.1 2.2 30.3 3.4 190 100 5.8 16.8 24.2 46.8 6.3 53.2 3.6 23 0 
 MS 181 100 9.9 26.5 38.1 24.3 1.1 25.4 3.2 179 100 8.9 20.1 28.5 38.5 3.9 42.5 3.7 17 0 

Tiverton All 1161 79 10.5 15.4 26.5 39.8 7.8 47.6 1.6 1121 96 11.8 14.8 26.7 39.5 7.2 46.7 1.5 -1 16 
 ES 286 82 5.6 11.1 21.4 55.6 6.4 62.0 3.2 293 98 5.2 10.4 20.5 56.9 6.9 63.9 2.8 2 16 

 MS 581 79 5.0 12.3 32.2 40.9 9.6 50.5 2.3 556 98 6.9 13.0 32.0 39.5 8.6 48.1 2.1 -2 20 
 HS 294 79 26.4 26.0 20.3 21.6 5.6 27.3 2.9 272 88 31.1 24.4 21.8 18.5 4.2 22.7 2.7 -5 9 

Trinity Academy Charter All 139 96 29.9 32.8 23.1 12.7 1.5 14.2 3.0 150 97 32.4 35.9 21.4 9.0 1.4 10.3 2.5 -4 0 
 MS 75 99 33.8 37.8 21.6 6.8 0.0 6.8 2.9 83 100 31.3 38.6 18.1 10.8 1.2 12.0 3.6 5 1 
 HS 64 94 25.0 26.7 25.0 20.0 3.3 23.3 5.5 67 93 33.9 32.3 25.8 6.5 1.6 8.1 3.5 -15 -1 

Urban Collaborative MS 138 96 32.3 31.6 29.3 6.0 0.8 6.8 2.2 135 98 28.0 36.4 22.7 12.1 0.8 12.9 2.9 6 1 
Village Green Virtual Charter  HS 122 66 32.5 26.3 25.0 12.5 3.8 16.3 4.1 79 96 7.9 11.8 22.4 43.4 14.5 57.9 5.7 42 31 

Warwick All 5581 91 17.8 20.7 29.7 28.4 3.4 31.8 0.7 5522 97 15.8 19.6 27.4 32.5 4.7 37.2 0.7 5 6 
 ES 2792 94 10.6 17.9 32.3 35.9 3.2 39.2 1.0 2745 97 9.1 17.4 29.6 39.9 4.0 43.9 1.0 5 4 

 MS 1462 88 20.9 24.5 30.3 21.9 2.3 24.2 1.2 1393 98 13.2 21.3 27.1 31.5 7.0 38.5 1.3 14 10 
 HS 1327 89 30.2 22.7 23.4 19.0 4.8 23.8 1.2 1384 96 32.0 22.2 23.3 18.6 4.0 22.6 1.1 -1 6 

West Warwick All 2017 90 18.5 21.5 29.4 27.1 3.5 30.6 1.1 2051 96 16.8 19.5 25.7 32.3 5.6 37.9 1.1 7 7 
 ES 510 96 17.8 24.4 30.1 24.4 3.3 27.7 2.0 549 99 17.1 17.3 30.1 33.1 2.4 35.5 2.1 8 3 

 MS 989 90 15.4 19.7 30.9 30.0 4.0 34.0 1.6 989 95 13.7 21.1 24.3 34.5 6.4 41.0 1.6 7 4 
 HS 518 82 25.9 21.9 25.4 24.2 2.6 26.8 2.1 513 97 22.4 19.0 23.6 27.4 7.6 35.0 2.1 8 15 

Westerly All 1764 80 15.7 22.2 27.5 31.4 3.3 34.6 1.3 1707 98 16.7 19.7 28.2 31.1 4.2 35.3 1.2 1 18 
 ES 441 95 14.8 20.6 26.6 36.1 1.9 38.0 2.4 434 99 10.5 18.4 31.2 35.1 4.9 40.0 2.4 2 4 
 MS 882 91 15.3 23.3 29.4 29.6 2.5 32.1 1.6 846 98 12.1 19.1 28.9 34.9 4.9 39.9 1.7 8 7 

 HS 441 43 19.4 20.9 22.0 28.3 9.4 37.7 3.5 427 96 32.8 22.5 23.5 19.1 2.2 21.3 2.0 -16 52 
Woonsocket All 3492 88 29.4 26.0 24.3 18.4 1.9 20.3 0.7 3401 95 30.4 24.6 25.1 18.2 1.7 20.0 0.7 0 7 

 ES 1420 93 22.1 24.6 28.6 23.3 1.5 24.8 1.2 1460 98 24.8 24.6 26.7 22.9 1.0 23.9 1.1 -1 4 
 MS 1295 88 37.9 29.8 20.1 11.0 1.2 12.2 1.0 1266 94 37.4 26.5 23.8 11.6 0.8 12.3 1.0 0 7 

 HS 777 80 29.3 22.3 22.9 21.5 4.0 25.5 1.7 675 90 29.7 20.7 24.0 20.2 5.4 25.6 1.8 0 10 
NOTE: Due to rounding, performance levels may not add up to 100%. 
Key (see Appendix A for performance level descriptors) 
L1 = Level 1: Did not yet meet expectations, L2 = Level 2: Partially met expectations, L3 = Level 3: Approached expectations, L4 = Level 4: Met expectations, L5 = Level 5: Exceeded expectations;   SE = Standard error (see Appendix D) 
      = Statistically significant decrease in percent of students Level 4 or above;        = Statistically significant increase in percent of students Level 4 or above; Σ        = No statistically significant difference between comparison years  
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DISTRICT MATHEMATICS RESULTS 

Table 14.  MATHEMATICS: Percent of Students at Each Performance Level by District & School Level.  
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Achievement First Charter ES n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 90 100 2.2 6.7 15.6 61.1 14.4 75.6 4.5 n/a n/a 
Barrington All 1964 97 3.1 11.5 28.4 49.0 8.1 57.0 1.1 2013 98 3.5 8.9 21.3 55.5 10.8 66.3 1.1 9 1 
 ES 758 96 4.0 11.1 25.1 49.0 10.8 59.9 1.8 779 98 4.3 10.1 16.3 54.4 14.8 69.3 1.7 9 1 

 MS 813 98 2.6 9.3 28.6 52.5 7.0 59.5 1.7 831 98 2.8 6.5 20.6 59.2 10.8 70.1 1.6 11 0 
 HS 393 97 2.3 17.0 34.2 41.5 5.0 46.5 2.5 403 99 3.3 11.3 32.3 50.3 3.0 53.3 2.5 7 2 

Beacon Charter All 96 85 15.9 32.9 30.5 20.7 0.0 20.7 4.5 145 97 9.9 23.4 45.4 20.6 0.7 21.3 3.4 1 12 
 MS n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a  46 100 8.7 30.4 43.5 17.4 0.0 17.4 5.6 n/a n/a 
 HS 96 85 15.9 32.9 30.5 20.7 0.0 20.7 4.5 99 96 10.5 20.0 46.3 22.1 1.1 23.2 4.3 2 11 
Blackstone Academy Charter HS 86 90 14.3 40.3 33.8 11.7 0.0 11.7 3.7 151 99 26.7 41.3 24.7 7.3 0.0 7.3 2.1 -4 10 

Blackstone Valley Prep Charter All 672 99 4.1 16.7 31.4 40.2 7.7 47.9 1.9 730 100 5.8 15.9 28.9 41.8 7.7 49.5 1.9 2 1 
 ES 248 99 2.0 10.6 24.0 48.4 15.0 63.4 3.1 325 100 4.9 11.1 29.5 48.0 6.5 54.5 2.8 -9 1 
 MS 325 99 5.6 20.6 34.3 36.8 2.8 39.6 2.7 318 100 4.7 17.0 26.1 41.8 10.4 52.2 2.8 13 1 

 HS 99 100 4.0 19.2 40.4 31.3 5.1 36.4 4.8 87 100 12.6 29.9 36.8 18.4 2.3 20.7 4.3 -16 0 
Bristol-Warren All 2004 89 10.9 22.2 32.4 31.0 3.5 34.5 1.1 1946 95 9.7 20.3 29.6 35.7 4.8 40.5 1.1 6 6 

 ES 796 94 7.1 20.7 33.1 33.1 6.1 39.2 1.8 796 97 7.0 16.1 27.3 41.6 8.0 49.6 1.8 10 3 
 MS 765 94 11.2 21.6 32.3 33.0 1.9 34.9 1.8 749 92 10.9 21.7 31.5 32.5 3.4 35.9 1.8 1 -3 

 HS 443 70 19.3 27.0 31.2 21.5 1.0 22.5 2.4 401 95 12.9 26.2 30.7 29.4 0.8 30.2 2.4 8 25 
Burrillville All 1482 60 17.3 34.1 28.8 18.6 1.1 19.7 1.3 1454 95 14.2 31.4 31.9 21.4 1.1 22.5 1.1 3 36 

 ES 530 76 15.7 33.4 28.7 20.0 2.2 22.2 2.1 512 94 14.3 28.9 29.3 25.8 1.7 27.4 2.0 5 18 
 MS 623 39 18.7 30.3 29.9 20.7 0.4 21.2 2.6 586 94 16.6 32.9 31.8 17.4 1.3 18.6 1.7 -3 56 

 HS 329 73 18.8 39.2 27.9 14.2 0.0 14.2 2.3 356 98 10.3 32.4 35.5 21.8 0.0 21.8 2.2 8 25 
Central Falls All 1487 88 39.7 36.6 18.5 4.9 0.3 5.2 0.6 1479 98 35.7 34.0 21.9 7.8 0.6 8.4 0.7 3 10 

 ES 491 99 28.2 38.6 24.3 8.5 0.4 8.9 1.3 455 99 27.8 29.3 28.9 12.9 1.1 14.0 1.6 5 0 
 MS 662 95 45.1 33.5 17.7 3.3 0.3 3.7 0.8 716 99 38.5 33.7 20.3 6.9 0.6 7.5 1.0 4 4 
 HS 334 60 50.2 41.8 7.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.7 308 95 41.0 42.0 15.0 2.0 0.0 2.0 0.8 1 37 

Chariho All 1971 94 8.8 24.7 31.0 32.9 2.7 35.6 1.1 1880 99 3.9 14.1 30.1 46.6 5.2 51.8 1.2 16 4 
 ES 478 96 7.0 15.3 29.3 42.5 5.9 48.4 2.3 471 99 5.6 10.1 25.9 51.7 6.7 58.4 2.3 10 4 

 MS 978 95 6.0 21.7 32.5 37.4 2.5 39.9 1.6 933 99 2.9 15.7 29.6 45.7 6.0 51.7 1.6 12 3 
 HS 515 92 15.9 39.6 29.7 14.6 0.2 14.8 1.6 476 100 4.2 15.0 35.2 43.5 2.1 45.6 2.3 31 7 

Coventry All 2837 96 10.6 27.5 35.4 25.5 1.0 26.4 0.8 2714 99 9.9 22.2 33.0 31.8 3.1 34.9 0.9 8 3 
 ES 1081 99 8.7 21.2 34.1 34.0 2.0 36.0 1.5 1092 99 7.8 19.4 26.6 40.3 5.8 46.1 1.5 10 0 

 MS 1144 97 12.1 24.1 36.9 26.4 0.5 26.8 1.3 1124 99 10.6 22.0 36.4 29.6 1.5 31.1 1.4 4 2 
 HS 612 91 11.4 46.5 34.8 7.4 0.0 7.4 1.1 498 99 12.8 29.1 39.3 18.3 0.4 18.7 1.8 11 8 

Cranston All 6353 95 12.7 30.1 33.7 21.8 1.7 23.5 0.5 6345 98 12.7 27.8 32.3 25.2 1.9 27.1 0.6 4 4 
 ES 3273 97 10.9 25.9 34.1 26.7 2.5 29.1 0.8 3250 98 11.2 24.2 31.1 30.5 2.9 33.4 0.8 4 1 

 MS 1716 94 11.8 29.8 34.9 22.1 1.4 23.5 1.1 1694 98 13.3 26.4 33.6 25.5 1.3 26.8 1.1 3 3 
 HS 1364 89 18.7 41.5 31.0 8.8 0.1 8.9 0.8 1401 99 15.5 38.0 33.6 12.5 0.4 12.9 0.9 4 9 

Cumberland All 2692 95 9.4 22.8 31.2 32.7 4.0 36.7 1.0 2706 96 7.3 19.1 30.1 37.8 5.7 43.5 1.0 7 1 
 ES 1071 97 4.5 13.5 29.8 44.0 8.2 52.2 1.5 1058 97 3.7 12.8 25.0 46.9 11.5 58.5 1.5 6 0 
 MS 1119 93 8.3 22.3 34.8 33.0 1.5 34.6 1.5 1138 93 8.3 17.6 33.6 38.2 2.4 40.6 1.5 6 1 

 HS 502 94 22.6 44.3 26.2 7.0 0.0 7.0 1.2 510 99 12.7 35.0 33.4 18.5 0.4 18.9 1.7 12 y 
Davies Career and Tech. HS 401 98 16.1 49.9 26.9 7.2 0.0 7.2 1.3 447 97 13.9 46.3 33.3 6.5 0.0 6.5 1.2 -1 -1 
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DCYF All 68 60 78.0 19.5 2.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 36 86 64.5 35.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 26 

 MS 7 57 - - - - - - - 5 100 - - - - - - - - 43 
 HS 61 61 78.4 18.9 2.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 31 84 61.5 38.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 24 

East Greenwich All 1443 93 3.5 10.5 28.5 46.8 10.8 57.6 1.4 1475 94 3.8 10.4 22.3 51.0 12.5 63.6 1.3 6 2 
 ES 576 96 5.8 13.7 30.7 43.0 6.9 49.8 2.1 582 95 4.7 13.4 22.6 49.1 10.3 59.4 2.1 10 -1 

 MS 610 96 2.4 7.7 25.6 48.2 16.2 64.4 2.0 637 95 3.1 8.6 22.4 50.6 15.3 65.9 1.9 2 -1 
 HS 257 77 0.5 9.6 30.8 53.0 6.1 59.1 3.5 256 90 3.5 7.8 21.3 57.0 10.4 67.4 3.1 8 13 

East Providence All 3006 77 16.6 31.2 29.4 21.1 1.8 22.9 0.9 3009 85 18.4 28.6 28.6 22.2 2.2 24.4 0.8 2 8 
 ES 1222 94 15.5 26.4 28.1 26.7 3.3 30.0 1.4 1245 96 12.7 20.6 29.5 32.8 4.4 37.1 1.4 7 2 

 MS 1154 81 16.3 32.1 33.5 17.7 0.4 18.1 1.3 1155 77 17.2 30.9 33.0 18.5 0.4 19.0 1.3 1 -4 
 HS 630 35 23.4 52.3 18.3 6.0 0.0 6.0 1.6 609 79 34.7 44.5 18.0 2.9 0.0 2.9 0.8 -3 44 
Exeter-West Greenwich All 1035 84 3.3 15.2 33.5 44.2 3.8 48.0 1.7 913 98 4.4 13.5 29.2 47.4 5.5 52.9 1.7 5 14 

 ES 504 90 3.1 14.8 36.7 43.8 1.5 45.4 2.3 449 96 2.8 9.5 27.0 53.5 7.2 60.7 2.4 15 6 
 MS 259 87 4.9 16.4 31.0 42.9 4.9 47.8 3.3 285 100 4.2 15.5 34.9 41.5 3.9 45.4 3.0 -2 12 

 HS 272 70 2.1 14.7 28.8 46.6 7.9 54.5 3.6 179 100 8.4 20.1 25.7 41.9 3.9 45.8 3.7 -9 30 
Foster ES 155 92 10.5 29.4 27.3 30.1 2.8 32.9 3.9 160 98 15.3 25.5 27.4 27.4 4.5 31.8 3.7 -1 6 

Foster-Glocester All 751 84 10.6 27.6 32.1 28.3 1.4 29.7 1.8 716 94 6.1 21.9 38.3 33.3 0.4 33.7 1.8 4 10 
 MS 471 93 9.6 24.4 32.2 32.9 0.9 33.8 2.3 474 95 6.0 15.6 37.1 40.8 0.4 41.3 2.3 8 2 

 HS 280 70 12.8 34.9 31.8 17.9 2.6 20.5 2.9 242 94 6.1 34.2 40.8 18.4 0.4 18.9 2.6 -2 25 
Glocester ES 280 96 3.4 12.7 29.1 50.7 4.1 54.9 3.0 288 95 1.8 11.7 25.2 50.4 10.9 61.3 2.9 6 -1 

Highlander Charter All 251 88 19.8 36.0 27.5 15.3 1.4 16.7 2.5 318 98 23.8 37.0 28.6 9.3 1.3 10.6 1.7 -6 9 
 ES 109 99 24.1 36.1 24.1 14.8 0.9 15.7 3.5 109 99 30.6 36.1 25.9 5.6 1.9 7.4 2.5 -8 0 

 MS 108 99 16.8 38.3 30.8 12.1 1.9 14.0 3.4 136 97 25.0 37.9 25.8 9.8 1.5 11.4 2.8 -3 -2 
 HS 34 21 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 0.0 71.4 17.1 73 97 11.3 36.6 38.0 14.1 0.0 14.1 4.1 -57 77 
International Charter ES 157 100 5.1 38.9 31.8 22.3 1.9 24.2 3.4 164 99 9.9 26.5 37.0 22.8 3.7 26.5 3.5 2 -1 

Jamestown All 321 96 3.6 13.9 28.8 48.9 4.9 53.7 2.8 323 99 2.8 10.6 20.3 56.9 9.4 66.3 2.6 13 3 
 ES 114 96 1.8 15.5 30.0 47.3 5.5 52.7 4.8 114 98 4.5 9.8 13.4 59.8 12.5 72.3 4.2 20 2 

 MS 206 97 4.5 13.1 28.1 49.7 4.5 54.3 3.5 208 100 1.9 11.1 23.7 55.6 7.7 63.3 3.4 9 3 
Johnston All 1832 93 12.9 27.9 34.6 23.2 1.4 24.6 1.0 1846 96 10.6 27.5 33.5 25.7 2.7 28.4 1.1 4 4 

 ES 720 98 10.6 21.6 34.2 31.3 2.3 33.6 1.8 752 98 5.9 22.9 32.4 33.6 5.3 38.9 1.8 5 0 
 MS 758 96 11.3 26.6 40.8 20.3 1.0 21.2 1.5 755 100 14.3 27.6 35.3 21.9 0.8 22.7 1.5 1 4 

 HS 354 77 23.2 48.0 18.8 9.6 0.4 10.0 1.8 339 86 12.7 39.0 31.8 15.4 1.0 16.4 2.2 6 10 
Kingston Hill Charter ES 78 95 1.4 13.5 27.0 44.6 13.5 58.1 5.7 63 98 1.6 0.0 19.4 45.2 33.9 79.0 5.2 22 4 

Lincoln All 1824 91 9.9 22.4 32.7 31.7 3.3 35.0 1.2 1788 97 9.5 20.4 28.9 36.2 5.1 41.2 1.2 6 7 
 ES 691 96 8.1 17.5 30.9 36.8 6.6 43.4 1.9 655 97 8.3 15.9 22.6 42.4 10.8 53.2 2.0 10 1 

 MS 774 93 9.5 24.0 34.9 30.3 1.3 31.6 1.7 769 98 9.7 20.8 31.5 35.5 2.5 38.0 1.8 6 5 
 HS 359 76 15.0 30.0 31.5 23.1 0.4 23.4 2.6 364 97 11.0 27.7 34.7 26.6 0.0 26.6 2.3 3 21 
Little Compton All 176 87 0.7 15.7 35.9 45.1 2.6 47.7 4.0 178 88 3.2 15.3 34.4 42.7 4.5 47.1 4.0 -1 1 

 ES 81 93 0.0 17.3 36.0 42.7 4.0 46.7 5.8 76 96 2.7 13.7 31.5 46.6 5.5 52.1 5.8 5 3 
 MS 95 82 1.3 14.1 35.9 47.4 1.3 48.7 5.7 102 82 3.6 16.7 36.9 39.3 3.6 42.9 5.4 -6 0 

MET Career & Tech. HS 406 83 34.2 52.1 11.3 2.4 0.0 2.4 0.8 387 100 22.8 51.0 20.7 5.4 0.0 5.4 1.2 3 17 
Middletown All 1349 96 8.2 26.8 30.8 31.1 3.0 34.2 1.3 1335 98 7.8 21.4 31.1 35.5 4.2 39.7 1.4 6 2 

 ES 373 98 5.2 22.1 31.1 37.2 4.4 41.5 2.6 361 98 4.0 17.5 26.3 46.0 6.2 52.3 2.7 11 0 
 MS 704 96 10.0 25.4 28.4 32.8 3.4 36.3 1.9 688 98 8.9 18.0 32.5 35.9 4.6 40.5 1.9 4 3 

 HS 272 94 7.8 37.3 36.9 18.0 0.0 18.0 2.4 286 97 10.1 34.7 33.6 20.9 0.7 21.7 2.5 4 3 
Narragansett All 750 95 4.5 17.5 34.4 41.7 2.0 43.6 1.9 769 98 5.8 20.3 30.5 39.3 4.0 43.3 1.8 0 3 
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Narragansett (continued) ES 202 98 4.1 12.2 34.0 47.7 2.0 49.7 3.6 201 97 8.7 24.6 31.3 32.8 2.6 35.4 3.4 -14 -1 

 MS 400 94 5.6 18.3 30.2 43.8 2.1 45.9 2.6 397 98 3.6 14.4 26.2 50.1 5.7 55.8 2.5 10 4 
 HS 148 95 2.1 22.7 46.1 27.7 1.4 29.1 3.8 171 99 7.7 29.0 39.6 21.9 1.8 23.7 3.3 -5 4 

New Shoreham All 77 87 10.4 19.4 31.3 38.8 0.0 38.8 6.0 74 93 4.3 21.7 34.8 37.7 1.4 39.1 5.9 0 6 
 ES 49 90 4.5 18.2 34.1 43.2 0.0 43.2 7.5 43 95 2.4 17.1 41.5 36.6 2.4 39.0 7.6 -4 6 

 HS 28 82 21.7 21.7 26.1 30.4 0.0 30.4 9.6 31 90 7.1 28.6 25.0 39.3 0.0 39.3 9.2 9 8 
Newport All 1190 92 22.6 28.8 27.9 19.5 1.1 20.6 1.2 1222 97 24.0 29.0 23.0 22.0 2.0 24.0 1.2 3 5 

 ES 307 94 17.9 26.9 27.6 25.2 2.4 27.6 2.6 312 99 17.4 19.4 25.5 32.9 4.8 37.7 2.8 10 5 
 MS 595 95 21.4 26.4 29.4 22.1 0.7 22.8 1.8 609 98 22.0 26.8 25.0 24.7 1.5 26.2 1.8 3 3 

 HS 288 84 31.1 36.9 24.9 6.6 0.4 7.1 1.6 301 95 35.4 43.9 16.1 4.6 0.0 4.6 1.2 -2 11 
North Kingstown All 2416 83 5.6 18.1 31.9 39.3 5.1 44.4 1.1 2372 96 6.3 16.9 29.5 41.9 5.5 47.3 1.0 3 13 
 ES 876 95 4.1 17.3 30.5 41.6 6.6 48.2 1.7 848 98 5.8 14.3 26.4 46.5 7.1 53.5 1.7 5 3 

 MS 962 85 5.2 13.3 32.1 44.2 5.3 49.4 1.8 959 97 4.8 12.3 28.0 48.8 6.0 54.8 1.6 5 12 
 HS 578 62 10.1 31.1 34.7 23.0 1.1 24.1 2.3 565 91 9.9 29.4 37.0 22.0 1.8 23.7 1.9 0 29 

North  Providence All 2197 86 18.2 34.3 29.5 17.4 0.7 18.1 0.9 2096 98 14.8 29.8 31.0 22.8 1.6 24.4 0.9 6 12 
 ES 824 94 15.1 30.4 29.1 24.1 1.4 25.5 1.6 801 97 10.8 24.8 29.9 31.1 3.3 34.5 1.7 9 3 

 MS 844 91 21.7 34.4 31.1 12.6 0.1 12.8 1.2 859 99 15.7 29.7 33.3 20.8 0.5 21.2 1.4 8 8 
 HS 529 64 17.1 43.1 26.5 13.0 0.3 13.3 1.8 436 97 20.2 39.3 28.2 11.8 0.5 12.2 1.6 -1 33 

North Smithfield All 1035 85 7.6 20.6 40.2 30.2 1.5 31.7 1.6 1039 98 7.5 18.0 34.4 36.9 3.1 40.1 1.5 8 13 
 ES 386 91 6.5 17.0 36.8 37.4 2.3 39.7 2.6 382 97 6.5 14.3 30.7 43.7 4.9 48.5 2.6 9 6 

 MS 446 88 7.1 18.8 41.6 31.2 1.3 32.5 2.4 459 98 9.5 19.0 37.6 32.7 1.1 33.8 2.2 1 10 
 HS 203 67 11.7 35.0 44.5 8.8 0.0 8.8 2.4 198 100 5.1 22.7 33.8 33.8 4.5 38.4 3.5 30 33 

Paul Cuffee Charter All 464 99 14.1 35.0 32.4 17.2 1.3 18.5 1.8 470 99 12.7 29.0 31.3 24.5 2.6 27.0 2.1 9 0 
 ES 171 98 9.5 35.1 34.5 19.0 1.8 20.8 3.1 169 99 9.5 25.0 35.1 28.0 2.4 30.4 3.5 10 1 
 MS 180 99 11.2 24.6 38.5 24.0 1.7 25.7 3.3 180 99 9.6 25.3 29.8 30.9 4.5 35.4 3.6 10 -1 

 HS 113 100 25.7 51.3 19.5 3.5 0.0 3.5 1.7 121 99 21.7 40.0 28.3 10.0 0.0 10.0 2.7 6 -1 
Pawtucket All 5410 92 23.4 35.3 27.5 13.3 0.4 13.8 0.5 5439 99 24.4 30.9 25.7 17.5 1.6 19.1 0.5 5 7 

 ES 2522 98 16.5 29.8 33.1 19.7 0.9 20.5 0.8 2545 99 15.8 24.5 28.1 28.4 3.2 31.6 0.9 11 1 
 MS 1840 95 28.3 37.0 25.6 9.1 0.0 9.1 0.7 2008 99 30.7 32.6 26.7 9.7 0.3 10.0 0.7 1 4 

 HS 1048 71 34.8 49.7 13.4 2.2 0.0 2.2 0.5 886 96 35.0 45.8 16.3 2.9 0.0 2.9 0.6 1 25 
Portsmouth All 1412 80 7.1 19.8 29.5 39.3 4.3 43.6 1.5 1320 93 7.6 17.2 32.6 38.9 3.7 42.7 1.4 -1 13 

 ES 165 92 5.3 11.2 25.7 44.1 13.8 57.9 4.0 175 97 8.3 10.1 24.9 46.2 10.7 56.8 3.8 -1 4 
 MS 953 88 7.1 20.1 29.8 40.1 2.9 43.0 1.7 912 92 5.8 15.8 33.8 41.4 3.1 44.5 1.7 2 5 

 HS 294 49 9.1 27.3 31.5 29.4 2.8 32.2 3.9 233 94 13.7 27.9 33.8 23.7 0.9 24.7 2.9 -8 45 
Providence All 14542 92 31.7 36.6 21.9 9.4 0.4 9.8 0.3 14767 95 29.5 33.8 22.8 12.9 1.0 13.9 0.3 4 3 

 ES 5712 98 27.4 35.9 25.2 11.1 0.4 11.6 0.4 5700 99 23.6 31.9 25.8 17.3 1.3 18.6 0.5 7 2 
 MS 5517 94 35.5 33.9 21.1 9.0 0.5 9.5 0.4 5544 96 35.2 33.9 21.2 8.7 1.0 9.7 0.4 0 3 
 HS 3313 81 33.4 43.3 16.6 6.6 0.1 6.7 0.5 3523 85 30.6 36.9 20.1 11.9 0.4 12.4 0.6 6 5 

RI Nurses Institute Charter HS 74 61 22.2 60.0 15.6 2.2 0.0 2.2 2.2 64 100 29.7 60.9 9.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -2 39 
RI School for the Deaf All 32 91 65.5 27.6 3.4 3.4 0.0 3.4 3.4 33 85 57.1 28.6 14.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -3 -6 

 ES 18 89 81.3 12.5 6.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 14 71 80.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 -17 
 MS 10 90 66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15 93 57.1 35.7 7.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 3 

 HS 4 100 - - - - - - - 4 100 - - - - - - - - 0 
Scituate All 943 54 8.2 23.1 32.0 34.5 2.2 36.7 2.1 857 96 11.4 19.9 29.5 35.1 4.1 39.2 1.7 3 42 

 ES 338 91 3.9 15.9 34.7 42.2 3.2 45.5 2.8 319 97 1.9 12.9 26.0 50.8 8.4 59.2 2.8 14 6 
 MS 352 47 9.6 31.1 31.1 27.5 0.6 28.1 3.5 343 95 8.3 19.7 34.8 34.8 2.5 37.2 2.7 9 47 
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Scituate (continued) HS 253 14 40.0 48.6 11.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 195 95 33.0 31.9 25.9 9.2 0.0 9.2 2.1 9 81 

Segue Institute Charter MS 234 100 19.7 44.2 30.9 5.2 0.0 5.2 1.4 237 100 20.3 41.4 32.5 5.5 0.4 5.9 1.5 1 0 
Sheila Skip Nowell Charter HS 65 26 47.1 47.1 5.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 44 89 28.2 66.7 5.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 62 

Smithfield All 1423 92 6.7 25.5 35.8 30.5 1.5 32.0 1.3 1411 92 9.0 21.4 33.2 34.8 1.6 36.4 1.3 4 0 
 ES 541 90 6.1 22.3 33.5 35.0 3.1 38.0 2.2 566 92 7.1 19.9 31.2 38.7 3.1 41.8 2.2 4 2 

 MS 585 92 4.3 21.4 37.5 36.0 0.7 36.8 2.1 542 93 6.7 16.6 32.8 43.1 0.8 43.9 2.2 7 1 
 HS 297 95 12.4 38.9 36.4 12.0 0.4 12.4 2.0 303 91 16.7 33.1 37.8 12.0 0.4 12.4 2.0 0 -5 

South Kingstown All 1908 95 5.5 14.6 30.3 43.7 5.9 49.6 1.2 1844 97 7.5 14.1 24.8 44.2 9.5 53.7 1.2 4 3 
 ES 482 97 2.6 6.4 19.2 57.8 14.1 71.9 2.1 468 99 5.2 8.7 17.1 51.6 17.4 69.0 2.2 -3 1 

 MS 1040 95 5.6 15.1 33.0 42.7 3.6 46.4 1.6 1027 98 5.7 11.8 26.4 47.8 8.4 56.1 1.6 10 3 
 HS 386 91 9.1 24.2 37.6 27.6 1.4 29.1 2.4 349 95 16.0 28.4 30.5 23.3 1.8 25.1 2.4 -4 4 
The Compass School Charter All 113 95 3.7 11.2 42.1 38.3 4.7 43.0 4.8 111 98 2.8 11.0 33.0 47.7 5.5 53.2 4.8 10 4 

 ES 59 98 1.7 3.4 51.7 41.4 1.7 43.1 6.5 55 100 1.8 9.1 38.2 45.5 5.5 50.9 6.7 8 2 
 MS 54 91 6.1 20.4 30.6 34.7 8.2 42.9 7.1 56 96 3.7 13.0 27.8 50.0 5.6 55.6 6.8 13 6 

The Greene School Charter HS 84 95 16.3 40.0 36.3 7.5 0.0 7.5 2.9 81 98 25.3 44.3 26.6 3.8 0.0 3.8 2.2 -4 2 
The Learning Community Charter All 368 100 11.4 32.2 41.1 15.3 0.0 15.3 1.9 369 100 10.6 22.8 34.1 30.4 2.2 32.5 2.4 17 0 

 ES 186 100 10.8 35.5 38.2 15.6 0.0 15.6 2.7 190 100 9.5 21.1 31.6 33.7 4.2 37.9 3.5 22 0 
 MS 182 99 12.2 28.7 44.2 14.9 0.0 14.9 2.6 179 100 11.7 24.6 36.9 26.8 0.0 26.8 3.3 12 1 

Tiverton All 1130 79 8.3 26.8 31.5 30.2 3.2 33.3 1.6 1093 96 7.8 24.5 26.6 35.4 5.7 41.1 1.5 8 17 
 ES 286 83 5.5 18.2 33.1 38.6 4.7 43.2 3.2 293 98 4.2 14.2 23.6 46.5 11.5 58.0 2.9 15 16 

 MS 582 79 5.2 22.7 33.3 35.3 3.5 38.8 2.3 557 98 4.0 23.0 30.7 38.1 4.2 42.3 2.1 4 20 
 HS 262 74 19.2 47.2 25.4 7.8 0.5 8.3 2.0 243 88 22.5 42.3 20.2 13.1 1.9 15.0 2.4 7 14 

Trinity Academy Charter All 133 95 31.7 49.2 17.5 1.6 0.0 1.6 1.1 148 99 33.6 39.0 26.0 1.4 0.0 1.4 1.0 0 4 
 MS 75 99 35.1 45.9 16.2 2.7 0.0 2.7 1.9 83 100 32.5 32.5 32.5 2.4 0.0 2.4 1.7 0 1 
 HS 58 90 26.9 53.8 19.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 65 97 34.9 47.6 17.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 7 

Urban Collaborative MS 138 97 47.8 37.3 13.4 1.5 0.0 1.5 1.0 135 97 47.3 34.4 16.0 2.3 0.0 2.3 1.3 1 0 
Village Green Virtual Charter  HS 48 50 16.7 37.5 41.7 4.2 0.0 4.2 4.1 70 97 7.4 44.1 27.9 16.2 4.4 20.6 4.9 16 47 

Warwick All 5550 91 15.0 31.2 32.0 20.6 1.2 21.8 0.6 5489 97 14.1 27.9 31.0 25.2 1.9 27.1 0.6 5 6 
 ES 2795 94 10.6 26.3 33.4 27.6 2.1 29.7 0.9 2749 97 8.9 21.9 32.7 33.3 3.1 36.4 0.9 7 3 

 MS 1464 88 14.2 29.0 36.9 19.4 0.5 19.9 1.1 1396 98 14.0 24.4 34.2 26.4 1.0 27.4 1.2 8 10 
 HS 1291 87 26.1 45.3 23.2 5.3 0.1 5.4 0.7 1344 97 24.7 43.7 24.1 7.4 0.2 7.5 0.7 2 10 

West Warwick All 1965 89 17.6 32.1 28.8 21.0 0.5 21.6 1.0 1992 96 16.2 28.1 30.4 24.4 0.9 25.4 1.0 4 7 
 ES 507 95 21.7 31.8 27.9 17.6 1.0 18.6 1.8 548 98 19.5 23.9 31.4 24.5 0.7 25.2 1.9 7 3 

 MS 987 90 16.1 30.3 27.9 25.2 0.4 25.6 1.5 987 94 17.7 29.4 27.9 23.8 1.3 25.1 1.4 -1 4 
 HS 471 80 15.7 36.7 31.9 15.7 0.0 15.7 1.9 457 97 9.2 30.3 34.4 25.6 0.4 26.1 2.1 10 18 

Westerly All 1623 83 14.5 26.3 33.9 23.8 1.6 25.4 1.2 1563 98 11.6 23.8 31.4 31.3 1.9 33.2 1.2 8 16 
 ES 441 95 10.8 20.6 32.1 33.3 3.3 36.6 2.4 433 99 7.5 13.8 28.4 45.7 4.7 50.3 2.4 14 4 
 MS 882 91 16.6 29.9 31.8 20.8 0.9 21.7 1.5 847 99 14.3 22.8 31.3 30.5 1.2 31.7 1.6 10 7 

 HS 300 39 12.9 22.4 54.3 10.3 0.0 10.3 2.8 283 97 9.8 42.5 36.7 10.9 0.0 10.9 1.9 1 59 
Woonsocket All 3624 90 28.0 35.8 24.1 11.6 0.5 12.1 0.6 3480 95 29.0 33.1 23.6 13.4 0.9 14.3 0.6 2 5 

 ES 1423 95 26.4 29.6 27.2 15.9 0.9 16.8 1.0 1469 98 24.3 30.0 26.8 17.6 1.3 18.8 1.0 2 3 
 MS 1297 91 32.3 36.6 22.2 8.7 0.3 9.0 0.8 1280 94 38.8 33.3 18.9 8.8 0.2 9.0 0.8 0 4 

 HS 904 82 24.0 45.9 21.6 8.2 0.3 8.5 1.0 731 91 21.4 39.4 24.9 12.9 1.3 14.2 1.4 6 9 
NOTE: Due to rounding, performance levels may not add up to 100%. 
Key (see Appendix A for performance level descriptors) 
L1 = Level 1: Did not yet meet expectations, L2 = Level 2: Partially met expectations, L3 = Level 3: Approached expectations, L4 = Level 4: Met expectations, L5 = Level 5: Exceeded expectations;   SE = Standard error (see Appendix D) 

      = Statistically significant decrease in percent of students Level 4 or above;        = Statistically significant increase in percent of students Level 4 or above; Σ        = No statistically significant difference between comparison years  
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Table 15.  ELA/LITERACY: Percent of Students at Each Performance Level by District and School.  
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Achievement First Achievement First Academy n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 90 100 6.7 16.7 31.1 35.6 10.0 45.6 5.2 n/a n/a 

Barrington All 2117 97 3.2 6.8 19.2 51.4 19.4 70.9 1.0 2171 98 3.0 5.9 16.6 51.9 22.6 74.5 0.9 4 1 

 Hampden Meadows ES 498 95 3.4 9.7 23.4 53.8 9.7 63.5 2.2 513 97 2.6 8.4 20.4 57.0 11.6 68.6 2.1 5 2 

 Nayatt ES 90 100 3.3 11.1 20.0 58.9 6.7 65.6 5.0 92 99 4.4 6.6 15.4 52.7 20.9 73.6 4.6 8 -1 

 Primrose Hill ES 85 95 4.9 8.6 22.2 54.3 9.9 64.2 5.3 96 97 6.5 10.8 25.8 47.3 9.7 57.0 5.1 -7 2 

 Sowams ES 79 100 8.9 7.6 25.3 50.6 7.6 58.2 5.5 68 100 4.4 10.3 35.3 45.6 4.4 50.0 6.1 -8 0 

 Barrington MS 811 98 2.0 5.5 18.8 52.1 21.6 73.7 1.6 831 98 1.6 4.1 12.3 52.9 29.2 82.0 1.3 8 0 

 Barrington HS 544 98 3.2 4.9 14.8 46.8 30.3 77.2 1.8 557 99 3.6 4.5 15.9 47.9 28.0 75.9 1.8 -1 1 

Beacon Charter All 116 84 6.2 18.6 25.8 43.3 6.2 49.5 5.1 163 95 7.7 10.3 32.3 34.8 14.8 49.7 4.0 0 11 

 Founders Academy MS n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 46 96 0.0 9.1 40.9 47.7 2.3 50.0 7.5 n/a n/a 

 Beacon Charter HS 116 84 6.2 18.6 25.8 43.3 6.2 49.5 5.1 117 95 10.8 10.8 28.8 29.7 19.8 49.5 4.7 0 11 

Blackstone Acad. Blackstone Academy HS 87 97 14.3 20.2 27.4 29.8 8.3 38.1 5.3 159 100 27.7 28.9 21.4 19.5 2.5 22.0 3.3 -16 3 

Blackstone Valley All 672 99 6.8 15.2 29.3 42.0 6.8 48.8 1.9 813 100 7.8 14.7 22.2 44.5 11.0 55.4 1.7 7 1 

 Blackstone Valley Prep 1 ES 166 100 6.0 9.0 29.5 44.6 10.8 55.4 3.9 164 100 6.7 11.0 32.3 40.9 9.1 50.0 3.9 -3 2 

 Blackstone Valley Prep 2 ES 81 98 5.1 21.5 19.0 46.8 7.6 54.4 5.6 161 100 8.7 15.5 24.8 44.1 6.8 50.9 3.9 -5 0 

 Blackstone Valley Prep MS 325 99 8.1 16.5 33.0 37.1 5.3 42.4 2.8 318 100 6.3 13.5 19.8 48.4 11.9 60.4 2.7 18 1 

 Blackstone Valley Prep HS 99 100 5.1 15.2 25.3 50.5 4.0 54.5 5.0 169 99 10.7 19.0 14.3 41.1 14.9 56.0 3.8 1 -1 

Bristol-Warren All 2025 88 13.8 18.6 26.6 34.1 6.8 40.9 1.2 1997 95 8.8 14.3 23.6 40.3 13.1 53.4 1.1 12 7 

 Colt Andrews ES 180 95 11.1 15.8 30.4 36.3 6.4 42.7 3.8 188 96 6.6 9.4 27.6 46.4 9.9 56.4 3.7 14 1 

 Guiteras ES 158 97 6.5 16.3 26.1 43.1 7.8 51.0 4.0 162 99 6.9 18.8 25.6 39.4 9.4 48.8 4.0 -2 2 

 Hugh Cole ES 300 91 14.2 26.3 28.1 27.4 4.0 31.4 2.8 295 97 5.3 16.5 28.4 41.8 8.1 49.8 3.0 18 5 

 Rockwell ES 147 97 2.8 9.1 21.7 57.3 9.1 66.4 3.9 140 100 2.9 7.1 19.3 55.0 15.7 70.7 3.8 4 3 

 Kickemuit MS 760 93 13.3 16.6 26.6 35.1 8.4 43.5 1.9 741 92 12.0 18.9 23.7 35.0 10.4 45.4 1.9 2 -1 

 Mt. Hope HS 459 72 22.8 23.1 26.1 23.1 4.9 28.0 2.5 445 96 7.5 7.9 19.4 41.8 23.4 65.2 2.3 37 25 

Burrillville All 1521 59 17.7 25.4 27.4 24.8 4.8 29.6 1.5 1486 95 21.5 24.6 26.4 25.2 2.3 27.4 1.2 -2 35 

 Steere Farm ES 279 72 10.9 25.9 34.8 23.4 5.0 28.4 3.2 287 91 14.1 25.2 32.1 27.1 1.5 28.6 2.8 0 19 

 W. L. Callahan ES 250 80 15.5 27.5 23.5 30.0 3.5 33.5 3.3 220 99 15.2 22.1 26.3 34.6 1.8 36.4 3.3 3 19 

 Burrillville MS 620 39 13.4 24.3 29.3 28.0 5.0 33.1 3.0 586 94 15.5 25.8 28.2 28.0 2.5 30.5 2.0 -3 55 

 Burrillville HS 362 72 28.4 24.1 23.0 19.2 5.4 24.5 2.7 386 97 39.4 23.4 20.2 14.4 2.7 17.0 1.9 -7 25 

Central Falls All 1490 80 46.0 25.0 19.2 9.5 0.3 9.9 0.9 1428 98 40.3 27.1 21.2 10.9 0.4 11.3 0.8 1 18 

 Ella Risk ES 235 95 34.4 22.8 28.6 12.9 1.3 14.3 2.3 197 99 27.2 28.7 26.7 16.9 0.5 17.4 2.7 3 4 

 Veterans Memorial ES 252 98 37.8 32.1 19.5 10.2 0.4 10.6 2.0 236 98 38.8 23.7 22.8 14.7 0.0 14.7 2.3 4 1 

 Dr. E. F. Calcutt MS 659 92 48.9 24.5 17.7 8.9 0.0 8.9 1.2 683 99 37.3 30.1 22.2 9.8 0.6 10.4 1.2 1 7 

 Central Falls Sr. HS 335 31 74.3 12.4 8.6 4.8 0.0 4.8 2.1 295 96 56.9 21.6 14.5 6.7 0.4 7.1 1.5 2 65 

Chariho All 2000 94 9.5 11.4 22.1 45.6 11.5 57.0 1.1 1911 99 4.1 8.0 22.8 51.1 14.0 65.1 1.1 8 5 

 Ashaway ES 64 94 6.7 10.0 20.0 55.0 8.3 63.3 6.2 74 100 8.1 17.6 23.0 43.2 8.1 51.4 5.8 -12 6 

 Charlestown ES 122 95 2.6 6.9 26.7 46.6 17.2 63.8 4.5 115 97 2.7 7.2 27.9 54.1 8.1 62.2 4.6 -2 1 

 Hope Valley ES 81 100 4.9 16.0 27.2 44.4 7.4 51.9 5.6 70 100 1.4 10.0 21.4 61.4 5.7 67.1 5.6 15 0 

 Richmond ES 169 97 1.8 10.4 18.9 54.3 14.6 68.9 3.6 182 100 4.4 7.7 17.0 60.4 10.4 70.9 3.4 2 3 

 Chariho Regional MS 977 95 2.7 7.8 22.4 53.5 13.6 67.1 1.5 933 99 1.5 6.8 23.2 52.7 15.8 68.5 1.5 1 3 
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Chariho (continued) Chariho Regional HS 543 90 23.2 18.9 22.0 29.2 6.8 35.9 2.2 502 99 5.2 8.0 24.3 46.4 16.1 62.4 2.2 27 10 

 The R.Y.S.E. School HS 37 100 40.0 0.0 20.0 40.0 0.0 40.0 6.1 35 94 57.6 18.2 9.1 15.2 0.0 15.2 6.2 -25 -6 

Coventry All 2966 96 14.8 20.3 30.4 31.1 3.4 34.4 0.9 2967 99 11.8 15.9 30.2 37.2 5.0 42.2 0.9 8 2 

 Blackrock ES 220 98 8.8 13.5 32.1 40.0 5.6 45.6 3.4 217 99 7.0 15.3 32.1 36.7 8.8 45.6 3.4 0 1 

 Hopkins Hill ES 185 98 8.3 14.9 29.3 40.9 6.6 47.5 3.7 194 100 5.7 8.2 29.9 49.5 6.7 56.2 3.6 9 2 

 Tiogue ES 191 99 7.4 16.3 35.3 36.3 4.7 41.1 3.6 191 99 10.6 12.7 22.8 47.6 6.3 54.0 3.6 13 -1 

 Washington Oak ES 299 99 8.8 14.9 30.5 42.7 3.1 45.8 2.9 284 97 10.9 14.5 30.5 41.1 2.9 44.0 3.0 -2 -2 

 Western Coventry ES 183 99 10.5 15.5 32.6 38.7 2.8 41.4 3.7 203 100 5.9 10.3 26.1 48.8 8.9 57.6 3.5 16 1 

 A. S. Feinstein MS 1142 96 12.0 22.5 33.8 29.5 2.3 31.8 1.4 1121 99 9.5 18.3 33.8 35.4 3.2 38.5 1.5 7 3 

 Coventry HS 740 94 28.3 24.9 23.2 20.1 3.5 23.6 1.6 748 98 20.0 17.1 27.4 29.8 5.7 35.5 1.8 12 4 

Cranston All 6464 95 8.7 16.7 29.6 38.1 6.9 45.0 0.6 6536 98 12.8 18.3 29.6 33.9 5.4 39.3 0.6 -6 4 

 Arlington ES 173 100 4.6 25.4 41.0 28.9 0.0 28.9 3.4 177 100 11.3 19.2 35.0 33.3 1.1 34.5 3.6 6 0 

 Chester W. Barrows ES 100 100 0.0 17.0 32.0 47.0 4.0 51.0 5.0 93 100 2.2 16.1 33.3 39.8 8.6 48.4 5.2 -3 0 

 Daniel D. Waterman ES 146 95 6.5 15.2 31.2 42.0 5.1 47.1 4.2 149 94 6.4 15.7 29.3 43.6 5.0 48.6 4.2 1 -1 

 Eden Park ES 213 99 12.3 18.0 29.9 35.5 4.3 39.8 3.4 198 99 12.2 16.8 33.7 35.7 1.5 37.2 3.5 -3 0 

 Edgewood Highland ES 166 98 8.6 21.0 34.6 31.5 4.3 35.8 3.8 160 99 11.3 20.8 32.7 33.3 1.9 35.2 3.8 -1 2 

 Edward S. Rhodes ES 187 95 9.0 14.0 23.6 42.1 11.2 53.4 3.7 168 98 9.7 15.2 24.8 43.6 6.7 50.3 3.9 -3 3 

 Garden City ES 167 98 4.3 15.3 31.3 43.6 5.5 49.1 3.9 193 99 4.2 8.4 28.8 49.2 9.4 58.6 3.6 10 1 

 George J. Peters ES 204 97 7.1 19.3 33.5 34.5 5.6 40.1 3.5 217 99 8.8 23.3 31.2 34.0 2.8 36.7 3.3 -3 3 

 Gladstone Street ES 289 96 19.1 28.1 27.3 25.5 0.0 25.5 2.6 286 100 23.4 28.3 29.4 18.2 0.7 18.9 2.3 -7 4 

 Glen Hills ES 191 97 5.9 15.7 30.8 42.7 4.9 47.6 3.7 195 99 6.7 14.5 31.1 43.0 4.7 47.7 3.6 0 2 

 Hope Highlands ES 259 98 5.9 9.9 33.6 46.6 4.0 50.6 3.1 227 98 6.7 22.0 31.4 36.8 3.1 39.9 3.3 -11 1 

 Oak Lawn ES 164 91 2.0 12.8 36.9 43.6 4.7 48.3 4.1 163 100 4.9 16.0 32.5 44.8 1.8 46.6 3.9 -2 9 

 Orchard Farms ES 192 98 1.6 6.9 26.6 59.6 5.3 64.9 3.5 186 99 4.9 7.0 24.9 57.3 5.9 63.2 3.5 -2 2 

 Stadium ES 209 98 6.8 22.0 33.2 34.6 3.4 38.0 3.4 208 100 8.2 15.0 33.8 41.1 1.9 43.0 3.4 5 1 

 Stone Hill ES 175 99 2.3 10.4 32.9 48.0 6.4 54.3 3.8 161 99 1.3 14.4 31.9 47.5 5.0 52.5 3.9 -2 1 

 William R. Dutemple ES 194 99 6.8 14.6 32.3 41.1 5.2 46.4 3.6 196 99 16.0 17.5 30.9 32.0 3.6 35.6 3.4 -11 0 

 Woodridge ES 202 96 5.7 9.8 20.6 53.6 10.3 63.9 3.4 213 99 8.1 11.4 23.2 48.8 8.5 57.3 3.4 -7 3 

 Hugh B. Bain MS 476 96 9.4 22.1 38.0 27.3 3.3 30.6 2.2 476 99 15.7 25.3 34.5 22.3 2.1 24.5 2.0 -6 3 

 Park View MS 507 96 9.5 14.8 28.7 38.6 8.5 47.0 2.3 524 99 12.8 18.6 32.1 29.6 7.0 36.6 2.1 -10 3 

 Western Hills MS 710 92 5.7 13.3 29.2 41.1 10.7 51.8 2.0 658 98 4.3 11.2 31.2 41.9 11.5 53.3 2.0 1 6 

 Cranston HS East 749 86 13.3 18.2 23.5 33.5 11.4 45.0 2.0 820 99 21.3 23.2 25.7 25.0 4.8 29.8 1.6 -15 13 

 Cranston HS West 666 96 9.1 15.6 25.5 39.1 10.6 49.8 2.0 711 99 18.6 18.7 25.8 28.9 8.1 37.0 1.8 -13 3 

 NEL/CPS Career Acad. HS 61 85 32.7 38.5 23.1 5.8 0.0 5.8 3.2 84 96 34.6 29.6 29.6 4.9 1.2 6.2 2.7 0 11 

Cumberland All 2799 94 13.1 17.1 27.5 35.6 6.6 42.2 1.0 2813 96 11.0 14.7 26.4 40.3 7.6 47.8 1.0 6 2 

 Ashton ES 136 96 6.1 16.8 22.1 51.1 3.8 55.0 4.3 126 99 5.6 15.2 30.4 46.4 2.4 48.8 4.5 -6 3 

 B.F. Norton ES 228 95 13.0 20.4 31.9 29.2 5.6 34.7 3.2 234 97 11.4 19.3 27.6 37.3 4.4 41.7 3.3 7 3 

 Community ES 333 97 4.3 7.5 24.8 56.2 7.1 63.4 2.7 318 98 3.5 7.0 13.7 63.6 12.1 75.7 2.4 12 2 

 Garvin Memorial ES 190 100 7.9 21.1 32.1 35.3 3.7 38.9 3.5 204 96 8.2 15.3 34.7 37.8 4.1 41.8 3.5 3 -4 

 J.J.M. Cumberland Hill ES 180 98 7.9 15.3 29.4 42.9 4.5 47.5 3.8 172 97 4.8 13.2 30.5 47.3 4.2 51.5 3.9 4 -1 

 Joseph L. McCourt MS 450 90 18.6 24.3 27.2 26.5 3.5 30.0 2.3 448 93 12.3 23.6 34.2 28.2 1.7 29.9 2.2 0 3 

 North Cumberland MS 663 94 5.4 15.5 30.6 38.7 9.8 48.5 2.0 684 96 5.5 10.3 25.1 46.8 12.3 59.1 1.9 11 2 

 Cumberland HS 607 92 27.7 17.5 23.0 24.1 7.7 31.8 2.0 617 98 23.2 15.8 24.1 28.3 8.6 36.9 2.0 5 6 

Davies Career-Tech. Davies Career-Tech. HS 403 98 29.5 28.0 27.8 14.4 0.3 14.6 1.8 448 98 24.3 19.7 27.0 27.5 1.6 29.1 2.2 14 -1 

DCYF All 60 60 - - - - - - 0.0 48 71 85.3 11.8 0.0 2.9 0.0 2.9 2.9 3 11 




